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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO

Faculty Minutes
1968- 1969

7
THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXIC~

May 14, 1969
To: All Members of the Faculty
From: John N. Durrie, Secretary
Subject: Meeting of University Faculty en May 20
The meeting of the University Faculty, held yesterday afternoon,
will be continued en Tuesday, May 20, at 3:30 p.rn. in the Kiva.
Please bring the agenda mailed to you in ccnnection with
yQsterday's meeting.

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
May 6, 1969
To :

All Members of the Faculty

From :

John N. Durrie, Secretary

Subje c t :

May Meeting of University Faculty

The next meeting of the University Faculty will be held on
Tuesday, May 13, in the Kiva at 3:30 l?...!.!!l•
The agenda will include the following items:
1.

Report by President Heady Concerning Request by UMAS Relative
to Alleged Discrimination in the Physical Plant Department.
(St atement attached.)

2.

Proposed Standing Rules re (1) Two-Hour Limit for Faculty
Meetings, (2) Only Items Included in Printed Agenda to
Be Voted On -- Professor Alexander for the Policy
Committee . (Statement attached . )
Proposed Amendments to Constitution of Associated Students - Vice President Lavender. (Statement attached.)

4.

s.

6.

Proposal for B. S . Degree in Dental Hygiene - - Dean
Cataline, College of Pharmacy. (Statement attached. )
Proposed Amendments to Faculty Constitution: (1) Policy
Committee to be consulted in Budget Planning, (2) Establishment of University Coordinating Committee -- Prof~ssor
Alexander . (Statements attached.)
(NOTE: According to
t he Constitution, these amendments will be introduced and
may b e discussed but are to lie on the table for 30 days
before fina l action by the Faculty . )
Report of t he Ad Hoc committee of the Policy Committee on
t he Functions of the Office of the Vice President for
Research -- Dr . Scaletti. {Statement attached.)

Enclosure:

Sumrr,ary of Faculty Minutes, March 11, 1969 .

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO

FACULTY
May 20,MEETING
1969
(Summarized Minutes)
The May 20, 1969, meeting of the University Faculty was called to
order by Vice President Travelstead at 3:30 p.m., with a quorum
present.
A
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other
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another
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Professor
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then
proposed the
following
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"Theandrecessed
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hours
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than
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new
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to the
the Faculty
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introduced
Policy
Committee.
first
would
add thewithfollowing
to the duties
of
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PolicyofCommittee:
"towith
consult
the
Administration
in
the
planning
the
budget,
special
attention
to
the
policy
questions
of
the
distribution
of
resources."andThe
second proposal
was Coordinating
to abolish theCommittee,
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a
University
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composition
and duties
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which were
in the and
agenda
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After
discussion
and
the
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several
changes
additions,
the
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to
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both
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to
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to the would
Facultythen
at the
Junethemeeting,
itPolicy
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understoodtothat
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lie on
table
for action by the Faculty in the fall.
Professor Scaletti,
ona behalf
of
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ofoffice
the Policy
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President
for
Research.
discussion,
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as Patent
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the
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Contract
Research
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with
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Wolf
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ofProfessor
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The
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suggest
that
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t~e
Jurisdiction of the grievance panel." The other two resolutions
~~l~ted
t~
notification
of
grievance
procedures
and
assis~ance
i~
.iling grievance complaints neither of these recommendations being
included in the current gri~vance procedure.
It being
· acknowledged by Professor Wolf that the Ad Hoc Commi.ttee
~~ Non-Academic Personnel recently appointed by Presiden~ Heady
make unnecessary
establishment
of resolutions.
another committee by
theuldRegents,
the Facultytheapproved
the three
The meeting adjourned at 6:05 p.m.
John N. Durrie, Secretary
by Professor

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
FACULTY MEETING
MAY 20, 1969
The May 20th, 1969 meeting of the University
Faculty was called to order by Vice President
Travelstead at 3:30 p.m., with a quorum present.
VICE Pil :?JP NJ:f TRAVELSTEAD May we
have the attent!ion in rder to get the
meeting started, p~ease?
.
The President is attending a meet
in Miami and asked me to preside in his
place today1and that is according to the
Faculty Constitution, and we will try to
proceed and make the best of the time
that we have .
I'd like to call your attention to
the no smoking sign. If it becomes
~ecessary, would you please step outside
if you want to smoke, then return.
Also, in order that we won't get
entangled with parliamentary procedures,
I have asked Professor Owen~ and Professor
Van Graber of the Speech Department to
help us if we get in some conflict in
Procedure about the parliamentary
Procedure. They are both here and have
agreed to do that.
This is a special meeting, as you
know , and the ordinary procedure for .Bf'l 0 ae

"'J
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other meetings would be to pick up the
agenda where we left off before, and if
you wish to do so, we can do that.
You'll recall we completed item
number one last time and we're in the
middle of item number two. However,
Professor Wolf has asked to make a
statement and will ask for your consideration about a possible change in
procedure. If, after his statement, you
wish to do this -- and this can be
determined by a vote -- we will change the
order of the business. If you choose not
to, we'll proceed as we would regularly,
with the unfinished agenda for the last
meeting.
I would like to introduce Professor
Wolf at this time.
PROFESSOR WOLF I think most of you
have received a copy of these three
resolutions I have prepared. The
resolution is not for our decisions, to
be exact, but is a recommendation to the
Board of Regents. I would ask your
permission to take perhaps ten or fifteen
minutes to consider these, and I think it
may take even less than that. I do not
want to reopen an issue that we spent two
hours on, last time, but I did spend a good
deal of time in looking into this, and I
think that the provisions that I have
Presented here are supported by all segments
~f the University's community, and I think
i~ would be very useful if we could deal
with these, quickly, now.
I move, therefore, that we take this
up as the first item on the agenda.
PROFESSOR COTTRELL Seconded.
TRAVELSTEAD This motion has only to
do Whether you are willing to consider it
a~ this time, and it is now open for
discussion.

Alleged
Discrimination
in Physical
Plant
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Professor Kolbert?
PROFESSOR KOLBERT Mr. Chairman,
when I look at these resolutions, there
are two things that come to mind: One
is, how can the Faculty tell the Board
of Regents how to do their business if
they cannot tell how they are doing
their business. If we can, well, we
can go ahead and do it. Secondly, we
have had considerable discussions of
how they are very closely related to this
last item. I think it would be proper to
be at the back of the agenda rather than,
at this time, to interfere with the present
procedures on the agenda.
TRAVELSTEAD Are there any other
discussions on the motion?
PROFESSOR KOSCHMANN I agree with
his position. I think we can probably
get the motion -TRAVELSTEAD What is that?
KOSCHMANN -- and that the items
remain on the agenda as they are.
TRAVELSTEAD They couldn't get all
of what you said.
KOSCHMANN What I'm saying is that
the rest of the agenda be left the way it
is,
and
way. then we can get them out of the
TRAVELSTEAD Is there other
discussion on the motion? That is merely
to insert this item in the order of
business. Any other discussion?
PROFESSOR HOYT Would it be possible
to Pick this item up at the end, instead
of at the head?
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TRAVELSTEAD Professor Wolf?
WOLF I just have one point that
I would like to discuss. I have
arranged for us not to have to vote in
order to admit a certain group of
students here today. There haf' been
several representatives that have been
appointed by the study body delegation.
They have told me that they had to leave,
that they had other obligations. I
would move to table this, if we get into
a long argument. I had hoped that we
would not get into a long discussion as
to whether we shoula discuss it.
TRAVELSTEAD Any further discussion
on the motion? Are you ready for the
question?
FACULTY MEMBERS Question.
Question.
TRAVELSTEAD The question is
whether to insert this item of business
at this time. All those favoring the
motion, say "aye". Opposed, "no".
SECRETARY DURRIE The nos have it.
TRAVELSTEAD I'll ask all those
in favor of the motion to raise their
hands. If you are confused on this, we'll
have it by tiers.
(A counting of hands was had.)
TRAVELSTEAD Keep your hands up,
Please.
All those opposing the motion,
raise your hands.
(A counting of hands was had. )
DURRIE Sixty-four. It is lost.

5/20/69 P. 5
I

TRAVELSTEAD The motion is lost, a
count of seventy-four to sixty-four.
We'll proceed with the regular order
we left off with last time, which means
we'll begin with item two, and we'll ask
Professor Alexander to place a motion on
the floor in connection with that item.
PROFESSOR ALEXANDER Acopy of the
item we were discussing has been distributed
at the meeting today, so that you can have
it in front of you, and it is a different
version -- I don't want to say revised,
because this is the original version of
the motion. We have, however, added two
possible or one possible amendment to the
above statement to reassure that any Faculty
wouldn't feel that such a rule would be
used to stifle or delay or hamper deliberations of any item that might include the
following: a recessed meeting shall be
reconvened in not less than twenty
hours and not more than one week.
This was suggested to us by other
members of the Faculty, as we were in a
meeting the other day, so I would like
to reopen this now by moving, again,
approval of the principal proposal, which
is stated at the top of this page.
TRAVELSTEAD W
e have the motion. Is
there a second?
VICE PRESIDENT SMITH M
r. Chairman.
TRAVELSTEAD M
r. Smith.
SM
ITH Mr. Chairman, I have a little
trouble with the proposed amendment, which
I realize hasn't been approved and hope it
won't be . It has to do with the lower
~imit of time, which is twenty hours, which
is, if I assume correctly, is the time for

Standing Rule
Relative to
Duration of
Faculty Meetings
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setting up a meeting in which the agenda
item was not completed, for the purpose
of, treating that agenda might contemplate
new business, and my concern has to do
with the necessity of advising the whole
faculty of new business if there is to
be any in the continued session of the
meeting.
TRAVELSTEAD Professor Regener.
PROFESSOR REGENER I assume the
motion is open for discussion. I don't
want to make this long, so I'll make it
short. I see that the proposed rule is
getting more complicated with time. This,
alone, is a matter for suspicion, in my
mind, to having here, a standing rule
number one . We haven't had one, yet.
The last time it was contemplated that
we would adjourn -- well, at five thirty,
a motion to adjourn was made, to adjourn
for the day . The motion was passed with
no difficulty at all. I don't think we
should have any more rules and regulations.
We have enough.
We have the Faculty Constitution,
which this intellectual assembly doesn't
need, in the first place . We have a
Faculty Handbook, which we can also do
without, and we have academic freedom
which entitles us, at first hand, to give
us a certain amount of protection and,
also, have a certain amount of other
documents that we don't need. I feel
this motion should be -TRAVELSTEAD Professor Kelly, you
had your hand up.
PROFESSOR KELLY I just wanted to
Point out, as to the last sentence that
has been added to the item, the three
hours wouldn't be allowing for meals, to
get out and around, and the sitting of not
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more than one week.
ALEXANDER M
ay I call attention
to the fact that the amendment has not
been moved and is open now to discussion,
if I may.
KELLY May I ask a question? What
if we finish our business before two
hours? Do we have to come back the next
week? That's what it applies to.
ALEXANDER Are you asking for
amendment of this or for information?
The idea of that amendment was to
reassure, and I hope these people don't
really need reassuring, but if anybody
needed to be reassured, I say that this
sort of meeting could be reconvened
very quickly or in not more than one
week. This was the original idea, but
we have a clause stating that it should
be reconvened in not more than one week.
I must say that this was done at
the behest of certain faculty members.
I'm not, really, enthusiastic, myself,
about this.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Durrie has a
statement that may also answer the
question.
DURRIE I think the lower limit
is really impractical, unless you want to
hold a reconvened meeting out in the
hall. We can't get this room on a
moment's notice. It is used most
afternoons of the week, and for next
Year, we have it scheduled for every
Tuesday in case we need it.
It also might be possible to
reconvene a meeting on a Thursday,
because of the Tuesday, Thursday pattern,
but I think it's also desirable, as
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Doctor Smith said, to be able to notify
people of what is going to be discussed
there.
TRAVELSTEAD Professor Alexander,
Regener and Rhodes.
ALEXANDER I'm sorry the amendment
got before us too quickly. I would prefer
that we discontinue discussion of that
until we can address ourselves, first, to
the present resolution, and may I say,
while I have the floor, in answer to
Professor Regener, there are all kinds of
rules that are unwritten rules and I don't
mind unwritten rules if people remember
them. The only virtue I can see in having
a rule that is written down is
that
somebody may look at it occasionally and
that it keeps us a little bit in order, in
a constant procedure than it woul&: ,
otherwise; if we do, as we did the last
time, _ move~"at the end of two hours to
adjourn the meeting, this accomplishes
the same end quite admirably, but our
experience in past meetings is that we
have gone on considerably beyond two hours
and considerably beyond the time when lots
of people have left.
TRAVELSTEAD May I ask that you talk
just to the motion and not to the possible
amendment.
Mr. Regener, and then I believe Mr.
Rhodes.
REGENER My speech was a little too
short. We can, today, adopt this standing
rule with a simple majority, but cannot
get rid of it without a two-thirds
majority, so if we get it in today, it's
hard to get rid of it. Also, it's not in
Robert's Rul~Jof order as to procedure. I
know some rules are quite contradictory,
but, also, rules are there to protect the
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minority, also.
So now, if we pass this rule which
minority are we going to protect? Those
minorities that want to go home for
supper or -- I also want to make one more
comment about attendance . It was pointed
out that our attendance was going down
at six o'clock, but at that time, we had
one hundred and fifty Faculty members
here, and only a year ago, we voted that
twenty-five faculty members presented a
quorum, so I don't think any of these
really work with this particular rule, and
I think we're just putting it in because
we are afraid that something might happen
when those that are persistent and willing
to stay, than those that are willing to go
home, and -- well, that 's it.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Rhodes and Mr.
Stuart, you had hands up.
PROFESSOR RHODES Well, I am
inclined to agree with Professor Regener.
Our action, our conduct on the last
Faculty meeting seems to clearly demonstrate
that if we have a mind to, we can adjourn
the meeting at the end of the two-hour
session. On the other hand, conceivably,
we could have business which would require
three hours or two hours and forty-five
minutes.
I fail to understand the magic of
two hours or two and a half hours at the
outset. If we are tired, if we no longer
choose to meet as a group, then we can
adjourn. W
e did, last time, almost two
hours after we came into the room. If we
choose not to, we need not. We can
determine, ourselves, adjournment, and not
by some rule arbitrarily -- or some
decision arbitrarily arrived at, and we
could leave earlier. It seems to me to be
a terrible mistake, so I would agree wholly
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with Mr. Regener .
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Stuart.
PROFESSOR STUART It seems to me
that there is another confusion here, if
I read it correctly, and this is speaking
only to the resolution and the motion
before us.
The last sentence says: Alternatively ,
a two-thirds vote of those present could
extend a meeting for thirty minutes, Say
that could not be gotten, that blm
two-thirds; then, ·a simple majority could
suspend this rule and continue, so there's
a bit of confusion in my mind and,
presumably, in the mind of the Policy
Committee on how this, in fact, would work
out.
TRAVELSTEAD. Discussion. Mr .
Howarth.
PROFESSOR HOWARTH I wish to speak
to the motion . It seems to me that the
purpose of this rule is to purposely
restrict; I feel . the Faculty is
perfectly capable of making up its mind
when it wants to adjourn and whether it
wants to go on discussi~ for two hours
and ten minutes. Anything that we want
to do, we are perfectly capable of doing
regardless of this rule .
TRAVELSTEAD Mr . Ikle/ .
PROFESSOR IKLE/ Ladies and
~ntlemen, I believe, last time, Professor
trell gave us some discussion on the
Problems of "human mysteria" . I hope I'm
not using dirty language .
I would like ' if an analogy was
from physiology,
r drawn
to point out an ana.Jlogy
in history. rt is, sometimes, as you know,
~
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dangerous to come up with perspective
qualities on -- (inaudible)-- it started
in the Parliament and ended up with the
Gestapo and then ended up with the Court,
an order which intended to restrict -(inaudible) -- I would urge we get out
this particular amendment.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Meier, you want
to speak?
FACULTY MEMBERS Question.
Question.
PROFESSOR MEIER I want to speak
to this. I think this is strictly a rule
against some unspoken minority and, by
the small change of circumstances, it may
well work against some other minority not
presently in mind. I would urge we vote
against this.
TRAVELSTEAD Any discussion on
the motion?
Mr. Blum.
PROFESSOR BLUM As a matter of
policy, I would like to say that I resent
the last remark. That was a result of
discussion about physiology of meetings.
It was not against any minority.
Professor Vanardo was the one who made
the physiology remark and it can be
verified.
TRAVELSTEAD Any other discussion?
PROFESSOR NAPOLITANO I'd just like
t~ say this thing is going too far in one
direction. The fact is, we have had lots
and lots of faculty meetings for the first
and second items on the agenda, and then
somewhere along about six o'clock, when
everybody got worried about what was left
there, and there were only thirty or thirty-five
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people on the last six items, very
important items that got rushed
through in fifteen minutes.
I think that we overestimate
how virtuous we are about sticking
around in order to consider items which
may never get brought up at seven
o'clock, and I personally am not
terribly enthusiastic about a lot of
rules, but I think there is a little
bit of pride, if you will, a little
virtue involved that we always do
stick around in order to consider all
important items. Most of us don't.
TRAVELSTEAD Other discussion on
the motion?
MEIER I would like to add to my
former comment that what I'm really
getting at is not a condensed issue.
It's a number of meetings that involve
controversial issues. I think it would
be a great mistake to place a
restriction which would make it difficult
and even more difficult for this to be
dealt with.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Cottrell?
COTTRELL This rule was not
proposed as an item by the late agenda
and I would like to say Professor
Napolitano said, if any of you will take
notice and remember back on the last
meetings when we had shorter meetings
and then think of the shorter agenda
a~d how rapidly we're taking care of the
six items, were not given some due
consideration to them. And many of them
are academic items and they are serious
items, serious questions. They involve
many implications. We're not putting
this in to try to have any controversy.
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I want controversy here as much as
anyone here, but we have business to
take care of and we cannot do it when
we run through five or six items in
ten minutes. I think we should plan on
having a session to do that.
FACULTY MEMBER Question.
Question.
TRAVELSTEAD Long moves the
previous question.
FACULTY MEMBER Question.
TRAVELSTEAD Long moves the
previous question. Ail favoring
this question, moving the previous
question, say "aye". Opposed,
same sign.
We are now ready to vote on
the question. All those favoring
the motion on the floor, say "aye".
Opposed, "no" .
All those favoring the
motion, please raise your hands. I'll
tell you to keep holding your hands up
so we can count the top tier. The ones
in the back, please raise your hands.
Well, the two rows in the back, then,
I didn't realize there were two on that
second leve 1.
(A count of hands was had.)
TRAVELSTEAD Those on the next
tier down, please, in favor of the
motion.
The middle tier, in favor of the
mt·
0 ion, raise your hands, please.
(A count of hands was had.)
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TRAVELSTEAD The floor tier, in
favor of the motion.
(Acounc of hands was had. )
TRAVELSTEAD All those opposed to
the motion, on the top tier, please
raise your hands. The next tier. The
middle tier. Opposed to the motion.
(A count of hands was had. )
TRAVELSTEAD Next tier down, opposed
to the motion?
(A count of hands was had. )
TRAVELSTEAD Tellers agree?
DURRIE Just a second. Seventyeight to seventy-seven.
TRAVELSTEAD Seventy-eight for?
DURRIE Yes.
TRAVELSTEAD According to the
tellers, seventy-eight for and seve~tyseven against. I'll ask for a recount.
We'll start at the top tier. All those
in favor of the motion, keep your hands
up, and only one hand. (Laughter.)
(A count of hands was had. )
TRAVELSTEAD Second tier for the
motion. Lower tier for the motion?
(A count of hands was had. )
TRAVELSTEAD Top tier against the
motion. Middle tier against the motion?
Bottom tier against the motion?
(A count of hands was had. )
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count.

TRAVELSTEAD Now, we'll get a new

DURRIE Eighty-three for, seventyeight against.
TRAVELSTEAD Eighty-three for,
seventy-eight against. The motion is
passed.
Mr. Alexander.
ALEXANDER In fairness to Mr.
Durrie, I had promised that he would have
a chance to speak for the other
resolution that appeared on our original
agenda, along with the one we have just
dealt with. This had to do with putting
items on the agenda if they were to be
voted upon. He has some arguments in
favor of this, and although this was not
approved by the Policy Committee, I think
it is only fair of us to listen to Mr.
Durrie who has the thankless task of
preparing our agenda.
Mr. Durrie.
DURRIE
"f"he purpose of the
written11 agenda~
is, of course to
I say, of course .'I I assume that it is to
AFACULTY MEMBER Point of order.
Is there a motion on the floor relative
to this point?
ALEXANDER If you wish, I will
Place this as a motion to Resolution Number
On~:tEn
pur
previous a~ , resolved, that
«!.. ..., ~ ~76,/
on1Y~. .p..r8q~
agenda
in advanc may be
Voted upon, et ceter~. I think you7have
this. I think all of you have this.
motion? TRAVELSTEAD Is there a second to that

Proposed
Standing Rule
Relative to
Voting only
on Items in the
Printed Agenda
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AFACULTY M
EMBER Second.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Durrie, okay. Then,
Mr. Regener.
Durrie I assume that the purpose of
the written agenda is to permit faculty members
to know what issues are to be proposed for
actio and to be present if they so desire.
This < disappears if a new item of business
is voted on.
My feeling is that if an emergency
issue arises, it is always possible to call
a special meeting within two or three days
and to include in the call for the meeting,
the topic to be discussed. It is, of course,
always possible to rescind an earlier motion, but I think it would be
preferable
to have the item presented, in the first place.
I was thinking of no particular item
of business that has come before us lately,
but just the reasonableness, I thought, of
letting faculty members know what is going to
be discussed.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Regener, you want to
speak?
REGENER Are you gentlemen saying once
this has been withdrawn from the agenda -well, last time, Doctor Alexander, you told
us at that time it was not passed, not approved
by the Policy Committee, at that time,
but this is now on an item that has not
been announced previously. I intend to
speak later to it.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Alexander?
ALEXANDER I would like to correct, if
I gave the wrong impression last time, that
~ was not withdraw
ing this. I was separating, if you will recall, the two items to
make them separate motions. I had promised
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at that time, Mr. Durrie would have·a chance
to speak for this, and I'm sure I did not
consciously withdrawit.
AFACULTY MEMBER Unconsciously?
ALEXANDER I did not do it, anyway.
AFACULTY MEMBER Who had voted against
it?
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Stuart.
STUART This is, I think, probably a
question to M
r. Alexander. I asked, at the
last meeting, but it was at that time, somewhat inappropriate, I think; it is this:
If we're going to say continu '~meeting in
the fashion that is dictated by~the motion
we just passed, and we have a second or third
session of a given meeting, am I right in my
understanding that the agenda of the first
meeting cannot be added to for the second one,
or will there be time for new items for the
second and third sessions or even more sessions?
ALEXANDER I would prefer that M
r. Durrie
speak to that since it is his idea, primarily.
DURRIE Well, I don't know that that
was my idea • I understood the question
;rt is: In a postponed meeting, can another
item be added to the agenda?
AFACULTY MEMBER Yes .
DURRIE I don't know whether this is
a question for our parliamentarian or not. I
would think that if a call was going out for
a postponed meeting, it would also be possible
to add an item of new business, if you know
What it is, and this would cover my point also
of stating what the intent of the new business was.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Owens, you want to

.ff
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comment on that question of M
r. Stuart's,
from a parliamentarian standpoint.
MR. OWENS I think Mr. Durrie's
comment is correct. I wouldn 't add anything to what he said.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Parliamentarian,
refer to the book instead of Mr . Durrie.
(Laughter.)
PROFESSOR VAN GRABER If you are concerned about Roberts' Rules of Order, there's
nothing in Roberts' Rules of Order that
prohibits us to add an item to an agenda in
a postponement.
KOLBERT Doesn't Roberts' Rules of
Order or other accepted books on parliamentary procedure require that any new
business be put at the end? It seems
to me that new business, as a new item,
at the end of an agenda is a basic
requirement.
TRAVELSTEAD You mean what was said
would allow it, is that right?
VAN GRABER If you are directing your
question to the last -- to the laws on what
is different than Roberts' Rules of Order,
which requires new business, well, yes . It
is in order at every meeting to call for new
business at the end, and it always should be
done.
KOLBERT In other words, what M
r. Durrie
is saying is that no vote be taken of that
new business until the items appear for the
agenda on the following meeting, is that
right?
DURRI~ My feeling is not in respect
to discourag1"items of new business, but
on~y to discourage a vote on them, my thought
being that no one, ahead of time, would know
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they would be coming up. It is perfectly
legitimate to have new business and it
should be, and it is -- unless it is in
our standing rules , it is perfectly legitimate for the item to be voted on. I am
simply suggesting it might be better not to.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Cottrell.
COTTRELL The concern, I think, with
this motion as has been expressed by a number
of people in the past is that sometimes the
faculty might add in haste some particular
motion, issue, and of course, not vote as
how they really wanted to vote . I would
remind all of you that we have the right to
reconsider, at the very next meeting, this
item. As a matter of fact, some of us talked
here on behalf of the Policy Committee over
a year ago and emphasized that this right to
reconsider was one reason we are willing to
recommend tutting the number of the quorum
down to twenty-five .
So if, in fact, the faculty does make
a mistake at one meeting and if the majority
thinks it is a mistake, they have every right
to consider and vote at the next meeting,
so consequently, I personally oppose the idea
of not being able to vote on new business at
the time it comes up. I urge that we vote
against theirootion.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Alexander and Mr. Hoyt.
ALEXANDER I was interested to learn
froma colleague that I met this last week in
Cleveland~he comes from a rather staid
Massachusetts institutio;- but they have a
standing rule that ~ng can be voted on in
the faculty meeting ~ it is declared an order
of primary business and it is, maybe, so
declared by the committee bringing it in or
by the president or by the faculty so voting.
He -0lso said he never heard of a town
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meeting, which he considered to be the most
democratic form of government, of voting on
an item that did not appear on the agenda for
a meeting. So, we're not in Massachusetts,
but I just simply wanted to mention this as
an example from another part of the country.
HOYT We have just adopted a procedure where the new items are brought up and
where they have to be written and sent in
in time to consider them or vote upon them,
and we can easily postpone that for a week.
We have also heard from Mr. Durrie that it
may be very hard to schedule this item for
meeting on short notice.
We also know that emergencies do come
up and some are very serious emergencies
that come up. Recently, as a number of
universities -- and we had a meeting at this
university not long ago -- it seems to me
that we don't want to shackle ourselves and
reserve a meeting at such and such a time to
consider a serious matter.
TRAVELSTEAD Further discussions on the
question?
AFACULTY MEMBER Call for the question.
TRAVELSTEAD If we could call for the
question -- didn't we have two votes? I think
we had a vote for the question on order, a
matter that seems to be the following of the
group.
All those favoring the motion, say aye.
Opposed to the motion?
DURRIE The motion is lost.
TRAVELSTEAD I'm quite sure it is.
All those in favor of the motion. All those
opposing the motion.
The motion is lost.
We 'll go to the next item of business.
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I'd like to call on Doctor Lavender to
present the next itemof business.
VICE PRESIDENT LAVENDER M
r. Chairman,
there are four items proposed for consideration
by the faculty, the students having voted on
these in the last election, or in the special
election just prior to the last election.
Three of them, I think, have no controversial aspects and I wo~19 like to ask if I
can consider them. IF644i1 ~ number one, two,
"'t!'timl !"111~ and four.
Number one and two are related to the
effect of them as to provide for the election of the §tudentJi Senate composed of twenty
members at two separate elections in the year,
one in the fall, and one in the spring. That
is the original new student constitution was -That was changed about a year ago. It was
changed back in the last election, or just prior
to the last election.
I move, M
r. Chairman, then, that the
amendment numbered roman numeral one and
roman numeral two on your sheets, be approved
at this time. W
e'll take the fourth one
~ arately.
TRAVELSTEAD Is there a second for the
motion?
SMITH Seconded.
TRAVELSTEAD Seconded. It's open for
discussion. Are you ready for the question?
FACULTY M
EM
BER Question.
TRAVELSTEAD All those favoring the motion
say aye. Opposed, no.
The motion is passed.
LAVENDER Roman numeral four merely
changes the -- well, there's two changes in it:

Amendments to
Constitution of
Associated
Students
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One is in the kind of students on the Union
Board, and under the old version, the
Chairman of the Union Program Directorate
was ex officio under the Board. He is no
longer on it, but there are still six
students, the same number of students,
substituting an undesignated student for
a designated one.
All of the ~d.:t
i"elfli.S following the ~ ef
committee on the second line should be underlined. All of that is new language.
r. Chairman, I move that the amendM
ment number, roman numeral number four, be
approved by the faculty.
TRAVELSTEAD Is there a second?
FACULTY MEMBERS Seconded.
TRAVELSTEAD Seconded. It's open for
discussion. Are you ready for the question?
FACULTY MEMBER Question.
TRAVELSTEAD All those in favor of the
motion, say aye. Opposed, no.
The motion is passed.
LAVENDER M
r. Chairman, I would like
to present the next item, roman number three,
an amendment designed to, first of all, make
~he student co~titution consistent with itself
in one section of the constitution, and a
student is defined as any regular student,
regularly enrolled student in the section
Under consideration. The word "undergraduate" is also added. That's the basic
reason for the amendment. Under the current
-- perhaps I should make a motion and then
talk about l·t •
Mr . Chairman, I move that the amendment number three be approved by the faculty .

. 7.
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TRAVELSTEAD Is there a second?
FACULTY MEMBERS Seconded.
TRAVELSTEAD It's open for discussion.
Doctor Lavender, you have the floor.
LAVENDER If I may speak first, I would
like to point out under this old version of
the student constitution and beginning about
three years ago when the definition of a
full-time student was changed from eight
hours to twelve, at that time, a determination by the Regents that the minimum fee for
a full-time student of any category, graduate
or undergraduate, would be two hundred ten
dollars to include a student activity fee of
twelve dollars, which was passed.
Since that time, any student taking twelve
or more hours has been assessed the full two
hundred ten dollars in which was included a
twelve-dollar student activity fee.
Since this time, that student
activity fee has been considered to the
Associated Students of the University of New
Mexico budget account.
Additionally, I'd like to read a resolution passed last Friday by the Student Affairs
Committee in support of this resolution, this
amendment: Be it resolved that the Student
Affairs Committee of the University of New
Mexico by the Student Affairs, that the faculty
support the ASU constitution amendment deleting
the word "undergraduate" from the ASUNM
constitution.
That's all I have to say, but, Mr.
Chairman, I would like to report that there
is a division of the students' own opinions
in this matter, and I would like to suggest
at this time, they discuss their reasons for
the opinion, and I don't know whether the
Proponents for the change will speak first or
those who oppose it.

7
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TRAVELSTEAD W
e'll recognize M
r. Elliott,
who is a -ALEXANDER He will request that the
faculty oppose this.
MR. ELLIOTT Could I speak up there?
W
hen you came into the faculty meeting
today, you received a letter fromthe Graduate Student Council which I would like to
go through with you and also make some additional comments.
Before I do, I would like to introduce to you the graduate students who are
here representing the student council. First
of all, Mark Mony, who is President of the
Association of Graduate Students . He is on
the executive committee of the Student Council,
and, secondly, there is Bob Young, who is the
past president of the Student Bar As ociation,
who is also an elected representative, or
elected to be on the executive committee of
the Graduate Student Council.
The Graduate Student Council apologizes for having to debate this matter
before the faculty. W
e would not use
precious faculty time for this purposee if
we could work out some type of an ace table
solution for our dilemma with ASUNM.
The Graduate Student Council requests
the faculty to vote "no" on the amendment to
Article VIII, Section 1, Paragraph Aof the
ASUNM constitution. If passed, this amendment would delete the word "undergraduate"
from the sentence: "Astudent activity
fee shall be levied on each regular undergraduate student at the university ."
There is only one issue involved here
and that is whether graduate students should
have freedom to decide whether or not they
W
ish to belong to ASUNM. That's the only issue.
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We are not here to discuss whether graduate
students should have their own independent
and autonomous association. This is not
the issue.
The Graduate Student Council opposes
this amendment on the following grounds:
This amendment is an attempt to legalize the
illegal collection of activity fess from fulltime graduate students. Accardi~ to the
judgment of March 20th, 1969, of;::ttudent €ourt
o ssociated .Students, graduate students are
not required to pay the activity fee specified
in the constitution of ASUNM because there is
no provision made for levying this fee against
graduate students.
For many years, full-time graduate
students, those carrying twelve or more hours,
have been illegally charged a twelve-dollar
activity fee without being told that payment
of this fee is optional.
The need that ASUNM feels to amend
their constitution, merely substantiates the
court's ruling. If the ruling were reversed,
which hardly seems plausible in light of what
this statement literally says, the amendment
would be totally unnecessary .
Secondly, ASUNM does not try to represent the needs and interests of graduate students
and has not been willing in the past to provide
even minimal financial support for the efforts
of the Graduate Student Council to meet the
determined special needs of graduate students.
Full-time graduate students, who have
been illegally required to pay activity fees,
have contributed an average of fourteen
thousand dollars per year to the ASUNM budget
for several years . During the past two years,
the Graduate Student Council, whose purpose
is to discover and respond to the needs and
special interests of graduate students, has
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submitted a reasonable budget request
of three thousand two hundred dollars to
ASUNM in order to carry out its purpose on
behalf of graduate students.
During this past year, the Graduate
Student Council received only nine hundred
dollars from ASUNM, and I might remind you
that to send out one mailing to all graduate students in order to conduct the survey, takes almost one-third of that amount
of money.
Every effort to obtain adequate additional funds has been voted down by ASUNM.
ASUNM refused to consider the budget request
of the Graduate Student Council for the next
academic year. Consequently, no funds have
been allocated to the Graduate Student
Council for 1969-1970 .
Now, I would like to make another
comment at this point. In accordance with
ASUNM.procedure,the Graduate Student Council
submitted five copies of a budget request
before the deadli~e. This budget request
was substantially larger than in previous
years, and this budget request was thoroughly
substantiated in terms of specific programs
and projects. It was substantially larger
because we thought that when we requested
something like thirty-two hundred dollars,
we only received nine hundred, we thought
that if we made it a substantially larger
request, that was thoroughly detailed in
terms of specific programs and projects, we
might at least get more serious consideration
for funding.
After we heard that ASUNM Finance
Committee refused to even consider our
~udget request and chose, rather, to
ignore it, we sought a hearing with the
ASUNM Budget Hearing Committee. On four
separate occasions, the graduate students
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were present for these hearings, but they
were cancelled because the members of the
ASUNM Budget Committee failed to show up
for the hearing.
It was only after this effort was made
that we decided to send out a referendum··· in
order to get an indication of how graduate
students feel about remaining with ASUNM.
Thirdly, seventy-five percent of the
graduate students enrolled at UNM were ineligible to vote in the last ASUNM election which
considered this amendment, and I think this
third point is an important point, and on this
point alone, it would seem that you would have
grounds for voting against passage of this
amendment.
Over ten thousand undergraduates, who
will not be affected by this amendment, were
eligible to vote on this amendment. Out of
a total graduate student enrollment of two
thousand seven hundred, only six hundred and
twelve graduate students were eligible to
vote.
Graduate students merely want a choice
in determining their own future, rather than
having their future determined for them by
someone other than them selves.
Fifthly, or rather, fourthly, there
was no publicity on this amendment prior to
the election.
Fifthly, ninety-one point seven percent
of those graduate students who voted on the
recent Graduate Student Council referendum
would oppose the passage of this amendment.
The Graduate Student Council, which is a
~hartered student organization which, under
its present structure and constitution, has
election procedures similar to those chartered
organizations and is, therefore, not to be
considered analogous to ASUNM, recently held
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a referendum of all graduate students to
determine whether graduate students would
prefer to have their fees administered by
the Graduate Student Council.
Over thirty-four percent of the total
graduate student body responded, and ninetyone point seven of those voting were in
favor of creating a separate Graduate
Student Association.
Because many of the services provided
by ASUNM are irrelevant to graduate student
needs and interests, and because ASUNM has
shown a lack of interest in providing services
for graduate students, the majority of those
voting on the Graduate Student Council
referendum are unwilling to pay the activity
fees, which the passage of this amendment
would require them to pay.
One-fourth of those voting, those
votig on this referendum, are carrying twelve
or more hours. Three-fourths of those voting,
those carrying less than twelve hours, are
willing to pay additional fees to the Graduate
Student Council, fees which they are presently
not required to pay, in order. to pay for
services which ASUNM is unwilling to provide.
The Graduate Student Council firmly
believes that unity among all students, graduate as well as undergraduate, is vitally
important. The Graduate Student Council
wants to cooperate with ASUNM and also wants
a chance to get graduate students interested
and involved in the activities of ASUNM.
Passing this amendment would create disunity.
Failure to pass this amendment would not.
Disunity is caused only when people refuse
to trust each other and cooperate with each
other.
Doctor Lavender also mentioned that
the Student Affairs committee has recommended
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a "do pass" on this amendment. I would
like to remind you that there are no graduate students on the Student Affairs
Committee.
Secondly, no members of the Executive Committee of the Graduate Student
Council were invited to the meeting of
the Student Affairs Committee to present
their views on this particular matter at
the last meeting. I understand that Bill
Turner was invited, but he was there not as
a representative of the Graduate Student
Council; he was there only representing himself. I don't think it is necessary to go
through the last paragraph, but it merely
indicates what the Graduate Student Council
has discovered through some of its surveys
with the graduate students.
Help us to defeat the passage of the
amendment to Article VIII of the ASUNM
constitution. Thank you.
TRAVELSTEAD Open for further discussion on the motion. Mr. Curry, first,
and then Mr. Benavides.
MR. CURRY I would just like to make
a few brief points and then I'm going to ask
Steve Van Dresser, recently appointed, who has
been investigating this problem since last
December to make a more detailed report on
ASUNM's position on this particular item.
I only have two comments. First of all,
Mr . Elliott referred to his brief, here, if
you want to call it that.
Part one, that on March 20th, the student
court gave judgment as to the constitutionality
of the -- at that time -- the summation of the
constitution. I would like to warn the faculty
that there was not a judgment made. There tt!"~t.("
not two
ties involved. This was an advisory
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opinion. No one from ASUNM was notified that
this was coming before the court.
There was no complainant in this particular instance, and as far as ASUNM is concerned, as far as advisory opinions, they are
nothing more than advisory opinions, and this
was not a judgment by the student court.
Also, my other point, I asked Steve to
state his position on that. There was no
request made to ASUNM's student senate when
it was making out its budget for this next
year.
I called M
r. Elliott the night of the
meeting of the student senate and asked him
to come down and make a request to the student
senate. He said he had one of seventeen
thousand dollars. I asked him if he was
going to present it in the form of a request
and he said he didn't think so, because he
was sure it was going to be defeated. So
he made no attempt to present it to the
official body for passing on ASUNM funds
allocations. He made no official request
to get an allocation for the Graduate
Student Council.
So with those two points, I thought
we 'd rather lay it before the faculty, and
I'd like Steve to address the chair now.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Benavides.
MR. BENAVIDES I yield to Mr. Van Dresser.
MR. VAN DRESSER Of course, as the
faculty, the representatives of the Associated
Students only had received this copy of the
statement by the Graduate Student Council in
this regard today, and everybody else, we haven '~
had time to prepare a lengthy rebuttal.
W
e'll go, briefly, over it point by point.
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The Graduate Student Council opposes the
amendment on the following grounds: One,
the amendment is an attempt to legalize the
illegal activity fees collected from fulltime graduate students. I think it was
pointed out quite clearly be Doctor Lavender
when he presented the amendment that the
activity fees have continually been collected
by the business office from the graduate
students.
Maybe the business office was acting
illegally, but I think the impression that
the Associated Students were doing wrong, is
incorrect. I look upon this as an amendment
to put the constitution in accord with the
facts. The amendment to make -- to delete
the word "undergraduate" had been proposed
at the election six months in advance, or
five months in advance of the most recent
one and received a majority, but did not
pass because it requires two-thirds for
an amendment.
It was well-known for many years that
this was a matter under continuous consideration. There was nothing that was done right
on election day.
As was pointed out by the Student
Body President, there has been no student
body protest of this provision, and which,
part of it, the ambiguous constitution
should, in fact, control the activities of
the business office.
Secondly, ASUNM does not try to represent the needs and interests of graduate
students and has not been willing in the past
to provide even minimal financial support for
the efforts of the Graduate Student Council
to meet the determined and continuing needs
of the graduate students.
The Associated Students do not undertake to indicate -- to cater to the special
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needs of any particular needs, to the exclusion of the student body at large. In fact,
the Associated Students did allocate nine
hundred dollars in this year's budget to the
Graduate Student Council, for which virtually
no services were provided to anybody, and
that includes graduate students.
The Graduate Student Council has been
in existence since 1955 and never have
student government funds been appropriated to
a more useless purpose.
The request for seventeen thousand
dollars by the Graduate Student Council which
was brought before the Finance Committee
could hardly be considered anything but a
bit of facetiousness. In fact, no other
student organization has ever received monies
for such an exclusive purpose by such a small
group of people that would not be generally
available to everybody.
There are no services offered by the
Associated Students which are not available
to graduate students who pay their activity
fees. If you study the statistics on it, you
will find that graduate students, only about
a third of the graduate students, I believe ,
pay the activity fees and receive, essentially,
the same services for which about eighty
Percent of the Associated Students, the undergraduate students, pay the fee.
In other words, graduate students are
paying about a third per capita as much as
undergraduates for the same services.
(Laughter. )
VAN DRESSER Seventy-five percent of
the graduate students enrolled at UNM were
ineligible to vote at the last election.
Seventy-five percent is not the seventy-five
Percent, because there are more than six
hundred twelve graduate students. There are
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also others that elect to pay the activity
fee, to get the activity card, and the athletic
card.
Only those students that are affected
by the activities of the Associated Students
and who do pay the activity fee are entitled
to vote, and that seems only reasonable.
Point four; there was no publicity
on this amendment prior to the election. The
Executive Secretary of the Graduate Student
Council was informed of this amendment more
than two weeks in advance of the election.
The amendment also was published in the Lobo
in its entirety prior to the election.
Point number five, I think, is really
the grossest _ _hoax that can possibly be considered.
The Graduate Student Council ran a
referendum in which they sent a ballot in
through the mail box of every graduate student.
The referendum essentially said: If you will
vote to give your money to us instead of to
the Associated Students, we will provide you
with a baby sitting service for all graduate
students for special projects and programs
which apply to graduate students, et cetera,
et cetera, et cetera. About twenty-five items
on the list were there, and I'm sure that any
three of them probably could not be paid for
with the amount of funds the Graduate Student
Council was talking about.
It was a statement as, if you vote for
~s, we will give you all the gravy and throw
in the beef, as well. The referendum, which
did not in any way suggest any of the possible
adverse effects of withdrawing the graduate
students from the Associated Students, and
I'd like to mention a few of these adverse
effects that are not mentioned in the
referendum letter which, supposedly,
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carefully explains the referendum.
One, they did not mention that if the
graduate students withdrew from the Associated
Students, the graduate students would not be
entitled to student discount at all of the
extra events, cultural series, popular entertainment events, and so on. Two, they would
not be allowed the use of facilities which
are paid for by the Associated Students,
including most of the Student Union crafts
area and some of the other things that are subsidized by the Associated Students, including
rooms in the Union, which they now have for
their own offices.
Three, the present positions held by
graduate students in the Associated Student
Union government would have to be vacated.
They certainly wouldn't be entitled to representation without tax assessments.
This includes the publication board,
the graduate students on that would have to
be thrown out. This includes the radio board,
the graduate students on the radio board would
not be entitled to serve there. The major
activities of the Associated Students, which
do have governing rules by graduate students
are, members would not be under the influence
of graduate students any longer.
They'd have no voice in Associated
Student affairs. And, lastly, four, they
don't mention that student government would
have to forego some of their programs in
order to pay the Graduate Student Council
seventeen thousand dollars. No mention is
made that, for about this amount of money,
the Associated Students might have to forego
the extra programs which would certainly
adversely affect graduate students.
I think it should be apparent that the
activities fee is a tax, and it is a tax that
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is made against students for the services that
they receive. There is no indication that
there are any services of the Associated
Students which are not used by graduate
students. In fact, there are some of the
services that the Associated Students provides, that the graduate students are more
likely to use than undergraduates . KUNM-FM
is an example. I think it is reasonable
enough to assume that more graduate
students can assume the financial responsibility of the radios than undergraduates.
Most undergraduates can't afford to go to
graduate school.
I think the Thunderbird M
agazine is
another example of the type of thing that
the graduate students are likely to take
advantage of. The lawschool allocations
to the law school for printing up their
materials for their report compositions
certainly does not directly benefit undergraduate students.
I think, perhaps, of greatest
importance is the question of representation of graduate students. I think it is
very significant that there are fifteen
students allowed to come to this meeting
of the faculty, twelve undergraduate students and three graduate students. The
Associated Students understand these
students had to leave some room for the
graduate students opposed to the student
council because the Graduate Student
Council does not allowopposition in their
slots. They are not a representative
group.
You would probably find that the
gallery at a student senate meeting has
an entire number of people that voted
for the Graduate Student Council and I
think, anyhow, that there's reasonable
grounds to see that, as students taking
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advantage of the services offered by the
Associated Students, the graduate students
should be required to contribute their fair
share to the Associated Student programs.
FACULTY MEMBER I move for the
previous question.
FACULTY MEMBER Point of information.
TRAVELSTEAD Point of information.
PROFESSOR JONAS Mr. Chairman, why
should there be items as this on the agenda.
Couldn't there be some -- don't they have
a specific student program for undergraduate
graduate students program where it should
be resolved? I don't see why, any reason,
we should debate this here.
TRAVELSTEAD Under our present rules,
this fac~~
approve.any ct=e ~. ~ a.,,g,<.cf,a,p,,,f- 1$ "Jt
student a ' ~ . Previous question has
been moved.
FACULTY MEMBER Question.
TRAVELSTEAD I asked him to yield,
but he didn't ask again. The previous
question has been moved. This thing is
whether you are moving on this
DURRIE Two-thirds.
TRAVELSTEAD -- two-thirds majority
on this, the move on the previous question.
All those in favor say aye. Opposed?
The motion is passed.
We will nowtake a vote on the question which is to approve this amendment to
the constitution. Is that right, Doctor
Lavender?
DURRIE Three.
TRAVELSTEAD Number three. All those
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favoring this motion, please say aye.
Opposed, please say no .
I rule the no's have it.
HOYT Mr. Chairman, I feel that this
rule needs further study and I wonder if it
would be better to refer it tof. ,nother
committee, possibly the Facultyl\.Cdmmittee
which would give both the graduates and the
Associated Students a hearing and try to
work out an equitable compromise. It should
reasonably be that graduate students should
contribute to that which they benefit from.
It seems reasonable that the graduate students
should have a voice in these matters. Maybe
what they need is an arbitration procedure
or -TRAVELSTEAD Are you suggesting that
we reconsider the vote?
FACULTY MEMBER Point of order.
HOYT I'm saying that we refer this
question for study to the Policy Committee and
request that they consult both the graduate
students, the graduate student committee and
the student senate.
FACULTY MEMBER Point of order.
MR. W
OLF I believe that's completely
out of order.
TRAVELSTEAD W
e have had ~ moved to
refer the question, which apparently is unsettled, with respect to the vote. Are you
saying this is illegal?
VAN GRABER There's nothing to refer
to the committee, Mr. Chairman, unless he
puts this motion on the floor. He referred
this matter. There's nothing to refer to
the committee.
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HOYT It seems that although we have
just voted down a motion, we still have a
question of importance to the University
and the faculty .
TRAVELSTEAD Describe the matter on that.
HOYT I'm moving that this broad question -- not th~·motion to be considered but
this broad question be considered by the
Policy Committee so that we can take it up
again at a future meeting.
TRAVELSTEAD Is there a second to that?
Mr . Koschmann.
PROFESSOR KOSCHMANN As I understand
this matter, it strikes me as belonging to
the Student Affairs Committee. I'm particularly bothered by taking one matter of the
Committee and say, once the Policy Committee
should do this, possibly we should even send
this to the Regents or the physical plant.
I believe we have a committee that has been
set up and has been asked to look into matters
expressly of this nature.
I see no reason to refer it to a
different committee than one set up to do
it.
tt. fthat
o.~.t- HOYT
upA
the undergraduates are
Student Affairs Committee, and the graduate ~tudents w~ not~ it ~herefore see~
unfair to refer that question - · t.
TRAVELSTEAD Doctor Lavender.
LAVENDER I'd like to say that it
is true that there's nothing to prevent
graduate students to be on it and this
would depend on points of the students
present.
My other point is that the proposition that Professor Hoyt proposes is
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context or another, because the graduate
students and the undergraduates will have
another matter at issue, and we have had
a number of such conversations, trying to
resolve this issue, and I, too, should
apologize for the faculty for having to take
this time for this opinion; but we were
unable to arrive at a satisfactory compromise
prior to the meeting. I think that the
suggestion that the Student Affairs Committee
consider it in this context would be appropriate and, certainly, all sides of the
issue would be aired.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr . Benavides and Mr.
Van Dresser.
BENAVIDES There was a Student Affairs
Committee and there was a provost that we
set up, a special committee to look into this
problem, including graduate students, and as
for graduate students and representation,
there was a proposal also that since there is
one opening on the Student Affairs Committee,
perhaps a graduate student could be a representative, and this is going to be referred
to the Doctor here.
LAVENDER I had forgotten even about
that. The proposal is that graduate students
and undergraduate students have representatives ~ the Student Affairs Committee, and
representatives for their representative
department.
TRAVELSTEAD Steve, you want to raise
a point.
VAN DRESSER There's one point I think
that is concerned with this. Since we are
talking about equitable solutions, the
Associated Students undertook, briefly, to
estimate the value of the services that we
provided, that the graduate students were
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taking advantage of.
We came to the conclusion that perhaps
we should let nhem have their seventeen thousand
dollars if they would pay us the thirty-nine
"thousand dollars'' in services worth.
you had TRAVELSTEAD
your hand up.Mr. Springer, I believe
DEAN SPRINGER I would speak in favor
of Professor Hoyt's motion. I think this is
a situation which, if I understand it correctly, transcends the present mandates of any
one of these committees and, therefore, I
think perhaps a special group would occupy
itself -- that does not have a direct stake
in how this money is split, and I think
Professor
Hoyt's motion would make perfectly good sense.
I merely want to add that the reason
the faculty has to deal with this, is that
under the constitution we have to approve
constitutional
amendments and so do the
Regents
.
TRAVELSTEAD Somebody else had their
hand up. Any further discussion on this
motion, which is to refer this broad question to-~ Policy Committee or an appropriate
committee?
stated? Mr. Hoyt, is that the way it was
HOYT I said the Policy Committee.
If somebody wants to amend it, they can.
TRAVELSTEAD I didn't mean to amend
it. Your motion is to the Policy Committee?
HOYT Right.
TRAVELSTEAD
Any further discussion on
this motion?
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FACULTY MEMBER. Question.
TRAVELSTEAD All those in favor, say
aye. Opposed, no.
The aye's have it. The Policy Committee has it.
We'll move on at the request of the
people who originally introduced item number
four. We are postponing it to the June meeting, so we will skip item number four and move
to five: Proposed amendments to faculty
constitution.
I'd like to call on Professor Alexander to speak to this point.
ALEXANDER The faculty constitution,
from time to time, needs to be amended to
coincide with the facts of life. W
e had
hoped to get this before you to get it
its time of thirty days on the table so that
we could vote on it at our June meeting.
Actually, if we voted on it a week ago,
we would not have had, strictly speaking,
thirty days for it to lie on the table.
However, we will still put it before you
and allow it to lie on the table until the
first meeting in September, which seems to
be the only legitimate thing to do at this
point in accordance with our constitution,
and we have two amendments.
The only point in bringing it to your
attention now is, in case you may have a
question -' to ask me or anybody else on the
Policy Committee regarding the reason for these
two amendments, since we cannot vote on them
at this time and -TRAVELSTEAD Under the time required
for this, but we can have questions. W
e can
have observations. W
e are considering it,
officially, and we are open to discussion but

Proposed
Amendments
to Faculty
Constitution
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we will not vote on it today.
COTTRELL
amendment
to this?Is it possible to make an
DURRIE Yes, but you have to make it
now, rather than the next call.
COTTRELL I would like to make a second amendment, at the very end of the sentence, the very end of that last sentence,
add the phrase: "and to which the Committee
may
respond", and I would speak to that just
a moment.
FACULTY MEMBER Question.
end of COTTRELL
the page. It would be added at the very
ALEXANDER Under "duties"?
COTTRELL Duties . Under section two,
"Duties 11 • "This Committee is not a policymaking body; its function is to serve as a
steering and information committee which may
submit items through appropriate committees
for consideration by student government,"-add the previous sentence: "Copies of
Committee reports as well as student, faculty,
or administrative actions or recommendations
shall be transmitted regularly to this
Committee for informational purposes" .
That's the way it stops . I would like to
amend that to read: "and to which the
Committee may respond."
I move the amendment be adopted.
TRAVELSTEAD Is there a second to that
amendment?
ALEXANDER Second.
TRAVELSTEAD Do you want to take --
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COTTRELL I want to explain just a bit
here. I had quite a hand in drafting this
amendment and, perhaps, several of us -perhaps there was a communication gap in which
I did not make this clear, but, one, the problem that would appear here, some people feel
that this committee, this coordinating committee does not have as much strength, that it
is not as powerful as some segments of the
University would like to see it now. I claim
that the committee is powerful, perhaps by
influence, and this committee will be an
influential committee.
It does not have the right to veto anything else that's being done, but I want to
encourage it, since it is a committee that's
made up of students, faculty, and administrators, which will meet regularly with the
president presiding.
I want to encourage you to respond,
and if it does not like something that
someone else is doing, or if something has
been suggested and it should take action
upon it, I think they should feel free to
take position on that.
It does not have the right to veto
anything or make it legal; but it will mean
people meeting regularly with the president
and advising him, but basically coordinating
the three groups in the University, and I
want to make it clear that it has every right
to speak out on an issue .
TRAVELSTEAD Ron, do you want to speak
on anything pertaining to this item?
MR. CURRY W
ell, I wasn't going to,
Unless we take a final vote on that.
TRAVELSTEAD
Do you want to talk on
amendment
or
CURRY You're not going to --

I•
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TRAVELSTEAD We're not going to vote
on it, but you may speak to it.
CURRY I would like to make a few
observations on the thing. I was interested with the proposal .
I m~de a proposal calling for administrat~ reform.
This, basi cally, was to set up a committee
that would be made up of students, faculty,
and administrators for the purpose of being,
or, having the power to make a decision,
an administrative decision that affects t h e
whole University , and I think it's been
proven when, this last year especially the
last meeting of the faculty, of the incident
that has come up. We had an arbitration
decision made there. There needs to be a
committee made up of students, faculty , and
administrators.
For example, I'm tal~
about t h e
R.O.T.C.~ and LZ
that suspension Awas made of t h e
teac~
.
ese administrator's decisions
would, I think, affect the whole University
community.
TRAVELSTEAD

Ron, may I --

DURRIE Will you turn this way so
that the reporter can pick you up .
CURRY The proposal that Professors
Cottrell and Alexander have come up with,
it seems to me, is a watered- down version
of my proposal, and I think what you're going
to establish is that this committee is goin g
to put into effect something along the lines
of what used to be the Administrator Committee
the president presiding, presiding ov er
the hearing where there were representations
made of the colleges and students.
It really never did any t h ing, except,
maybe, once or t wice a year . It is my h o p e
that when this is v oted upon, t h ere wil l be
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another proposal put forth establishing an
administrative committee that would give
students, faculty, and administrators the
right to sit together and to make a binding
decision of something that is going on here
at the University of New Mexico. I think
this is going to aid the University of New
Mexico when trouble does arise on the
University, if there is a committee set up
of students, faculty, and administrators.
So I would propose we have a permanent
committee that has a right to make a decision
so that we would not have to set up a
committee on the spur of the moment.
ALEXANDER Do we have to vote on the
amendment now?
DURRIE No, I think it's an agreement.
TRAVELSTEAD This amendment is not a
it is a part of the motion to be voted on?
DURRIE That's right.
ALEXANDER In answer to Mr. Curry, let
me say that the Policy Committee, if, after
consulting with Mr. curry and Mr. Elliott and
with President Heady, it would probably cause
President Heady to replace the given -- the
present administrative committee with something
of this sort and that we move in this direction.
On the other hand, I think you will
appreciate the fact that if we thought in
terms that Mr. curry has given us, we would
be, in effect, replacing the present Polic~
Committee and the present voting faculty with
a body that could act almost by itself in
camera, without any outside repercussions
whatsoever, and we simply weren't in favor of
that.
TRAVELSTEAD M
r. Regener.
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REGENER I said at the beginning that
the faculty might not need a constitution.
Now, I wish to use that constitution for my
purposes and I will read from it. On page
twenty-one of the Faculty Handbook on
"Responsibilities" : The University faculty
shall have the right of review and final
action in regard to the following, and it
gives , following that, eight points.
Point six is "Regulations Affecting
Student Life and Activities. " Under point
eight, it says, general faculty welfare,
and there are the other six points .
Now, I do agree that if this new
committee had decision-making powers, we
also have the decision-making powers in the
faculty . Am I only to speak to the amendment to the proposal or
TRAVELSTEAD No. W
e agreed, I
believe -- unless we are ruled contrarily
that's what being done is merely the revision of the proposal that will allow review
until September, so you can speak to all of
it.
REGENER That's this amendment number
two, which is the only one I'm talking about.
Now, as I understand, this committee does not
have decision-making powers . Only recommendation powers . However, it is, as we were told
by someone , a powerful committee and it is a
committee to which every other committee has
to report or send reports of its actions,
Which, in the end, will amount to a ruling
Which will mean that faculty committees, if
not by law, still, each of the faculty
committees also have to report to this
committee and the faculty committees may feel
that they are serving for the .purposes of
this
right.particular committee. And this is not
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h .faculty committees are nominated
Committee, elected by the
faculty, and the faculty committees are
responsible to the faculty, as far as I
can see, in terms of all academic matters.
So I think that the responsibilities of
faculty committees are being -- if not
by the letter of the law -- they are being
shifted, and the impression given will be
whether they are responsible to this
steering committee.
I also want to say something about
the composition of this thing. I think it
will be real nice if student communities
were represented on an equal number like
this. It is true that the twelve votes
which exist on this committee belong to
three equal parts: To faculty, administrator1 and faculty -- students . However1
let us consider the picture of this
committee in sections .
There are a total of nineteen
members of this committee specified, and
to my way of thinking, there are eleven
members from the administration, four
members of the faculty, and four members
from the students. Four members representing the students, and I will count
them out. There's the president, one .
There are five vice pre;idents; six.
There's the secretary of the University;
seven. There are four administrative
members, and those members appointed by the
President, makes eleven, and then there
are four members of the faculty ~ ~
students. I realize the vote is split
i~ three parts, three equal parts, but
Picture yourself sitting there in front of
the president, five heavy-weight vice presidents, four administrative representatives
appointed by the president, and trying to
make a point.
(Laughter. )
by the
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I don't think that the composition is
fair. I think there should be something like
well, something else .
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Adams and then M
r. Green.
DEAN ADAMS To change the subject, I
don't think we should neglect the first of these
two amendments entirely, and I wonder if the
Policy Committee would be prepared, in September, to speak a little bit to the intention
and meaning of this.
By the time the legislature gets through
with us, and by the time the business office
and the academic office start to slice up the
pie, and by the time the budget is made, it's
already ~before faculty contracts come out,
and if the Policy Committee is going to
review each step of the distribution of funds,
it may be October. I think these contracts
come out after classes begin.
ALEXANDER You want me to answer him?
TRAVELSTEAD In a minute.
ADAMS To what extent do you want to
become involved with policy and to what extent
will the review be taken?
As a victim of a California institute
for ten years, where the budget committee actually
r€viewed each. item of this procedure, and I
think that's why California couldn't get
these contracts out, and for those reasons,
too, if this is a proposal that will give
us the proposal of an LAU structure, I'll
have to oppose it.
TRAVELSTEAD Do you want to answer his
question? And then, we'll have M
r. Green .
ALEXANDER Just very briefly. You
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misunderstood the construction of the agreement here. We merely agreed with this -with the administration. Mr. Heady was in on
the arrangements and he worked with a subcommittee of the Policy Committee this year;
rather belatedly, our thought was that
information on budgetary procedures be fed
through this subcommittee of the Policy
Committee so that we would be aware of what
was going on. We substituted the word
"consultation" for a former word ,."in
participation with", to make this clearer
to anybody who wishes to understand it in
the way we are thinking about it.
I hope this is clear now, and I don't
think it would have any kind of inhibiting
effect, such as you say, Mr. Adams, that
occurred at the University of California
in Los Angeles .
TRAVELSTEAD Mr . Green.
GREEN I was wanting to clarify something in my own mind. It seems to me that
the PJ?.licy Committee has accepted things
whicnA:.~ then felft1to
delegate to others,
to oth committees A. Now, suppose this·
other/\ represents that they do it/or the
Policy Committee. But, then, I do not
find that function under our present
constitution for the Policy Committee.
Have we been doing this improperly?
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Smith -- wait.
Mr. Cottrell wants to answer that.
COTTRELL No; I don't understand the
question.
GREEN Has the Policy Committee, as one
of its functions, the referral authority for
sending items to other committees, the
faculty committee, or to other committees?
I think that's included, but we have not
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operated that way.
COTTRELL W
e have set up ad hoc groups
to study that, so what we were going to do is
give it to any committee.
TRAVELSTEAD r. Smith.
SMITH ~ell, with all due respect to
my next door neigh: or, 1Ar. Alexander, I don't
believe that the ropos~damendment number
one says what he construes it to say. It
says to consult vith the administration in the
planning of the budget, ~ith special attention
to the policy questions ~a distribution of
resources.
Now, one can place emphasis wherever he
chooses . M
r. Alexander chose to place emphasis
on "consult". I choose to place it in the
clause, in the "planning" .
And, here, I have to agree with Dean
Adams . If the Policy Committee were to become involved in any consequential way,
meaning as occasionally as it has to, and
working as it has to in the planning of
the budget, we simply would not have a
budget and we would not have contracts out.
We could not meet Santa Fe deadlines . We
couldn't get contracts out till some time
in the summer .
I would like to propose a revised version as a substitute. I believe a substitute
motion would be in order.
TRAVELSTEAD There's none on the floor?
ALEXANDER No. No motion.
It wasn't formally introduced asTRAVELSTEAD
a motion?
ALEXANDER No . No motion.
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SMITH Is there no requirement that
the proposed language be placed on the table?
DURRIE Yes, there is.
ALEXANDER All right.
TRAVELSTEAD You can place the language
you can change the language, I think, to
be placed for later hearing.
SMITH W
hat I would like to propose
is the language 1say, "To consult with the
administration on
policy questions relating
to the distribution of resources", which I
believe is a very reasonable function for a
faculty committee to involve itself in.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Cottrell .
COTTRELL I hereby accept Mr. Smith's
revised statement. I might add, though, that
I don't know why people say if the Policy
Committee were involved, it wouldn't be until
October that we get it done. We might get
them out as of April, as the Policy
Committee -- you know, if we were involved.
I really rise, though, to speak to
number two, the second amendment here. I
want to paralogize just a bit of what both
Professor Regener and Professor Alexander
mentioned, and answer some of their questions .
You know, actually, when we went to
the president and talked to the president
about our committee -- and we have been
talking with him since October, off and on
-- we mentioned the alternative form that Ron
Curry would like to have of this committee
a~d, really, the president should have rubbed
his hands in glee because we would not only
be abrogating faculty responsibility, we
would be abrogating all student responsibility
to one twenty-man committee, and the students
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may as well forget about participating in anything affecting their own involvement on
this campus. And we have tried to make this
clear, that there are no small committees now
on campus that make policy decisions affecting
everyone else without the right of this group
or the student senate or someone to review this,
depending on which area it is in, and pass
upon this final judgment, and the faculty of
the University of New Mexico, I am convinced
now and for a long time in the future, I
hope, will not yield their responsibility
to the administration, or to any small
committee.
Now, with respect to Professor Regener's
question of the size of this, we say here
that the vice presidents may be ex officio.
They really do not have to attend. It does
appear that the committee does become somewhat stacked. One of the problems that we
have at UNM right now is the level at which
the president consults, and he consults with
his vice presidents in one group and, sometimes,other people find out what the vice
presidents and the president have consulted
about, and sometimes they don't. And then,
the academic vice president chairs the Board
of Deans, and they consult in certain matters
and set up policies of certain types and,
sometimes, the faculty -- the Policy Committee
finds out, and sometimes we don't.
And then, the other group sits over
here . The faculty, Policy Committee is
making a long-range study of something we're
not ready to present to the faculty. In the
meantime, the vice presidents have appointed
a.committee to study the function of another
~ice president's job, and no one knows about
it; that is howthey go about it. And the
students have a committee to study a certain
aspect of community life and the Policy
Committee has been working on it for three
months, and we feel this justifies the
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committee in itself, and I think it would be
a great use, for that reason, and then the
last point is , I would like to have a committee of this sort available for the president
to fer
case on to. He told us in a
recent crisis, that he didn't have anyone to
talk with , except his vice presidents . So I
want to provide someone else.
TRAVELSTEAD Before we go on, I want
to know how we stand on Mr. Smith's suggestion.
ALEXANDER That was a motion. I think
it should be seconded and voted on before we
go on with this discussion.
TRAVELSTEAD We didn't do the same thing
for Mr. Cottrell .
ALEXANDER Perhaps we should, for the
first revision. I didn't think of this as a
motion to put before you.
PROFESSOR HUBER Is there anything in
the way of a motion that we can shut off debate
on something that we're not going to vote on
until three months .
DURRIE W
e are just going to have to
talk about it next fall .
FACULTY MEMBER I think that's a motion
to shut off -TRAVELSTEAD If we shut off debate and
have amendments then, it will have to lie on
the table for another thirty days .
FACULTY MEMBER That is all right.
TRAVELSTEAD Is this debatable, to shut
off the debate?
WOLF No. I second it.
TRAVELSTEAD The motion to shut off
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debate is not debatable, right?
VAN GRABER It is not debatable.
TRAVELSTEAD It is not debatable . You
do rise, Mr . Smith?
SMITH Yes . I think that should not
take precedence over another motion until
that is disposed of .
TRAVELSTEAD We are voting to shut
off debate on this question. Do I understand
you? Maybe I don't understand your point.
SMITH Well I proposed a motion
before Professor Cottrell, before Professor
Cottrell's speech.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Huber?
HUBER I would like clarification on
a point here. If we shut off debate, what
is before us in the meeting in September, in
view of the revised statement of paragraph
two of the second proposed amendment and the
substitute wording by Vice President Smith
with regard to the first amendment? I don 't
know what point would be lying on the table
until September if we shut off debate now.
TRAVELSTEAD I will ask the parliamentarian to clear up something. This may
be in error and, maybe, has to be treated
the same way in the second instance. We did
feel that the wording might be changed to lie
before us, in that first instance.
In this case, if we follow the same
Procedure and the Policy Committee agrees, if
We change the word to lie before us as an
amendment until September, we have to treat
them both the same way, if the first one
should be voted on I'm willing to be
corrected -- we'll go back and vote on it,

5/20/69 P. 55

and then Mr. Smith can change it.
KOLBERT I don't see how the Policy
Committee can agree or disagree unless we have
a meeting.
ALEXANDER No, not -- Doctor Smith, we
agreed on the first wording, but we have not
had a chance to agree on the other.
GREEN None of those things can be
agreed to by this informal agreement. You
just can't say, "change the wording".
TRAVELSTEAD The first thing is to
change "as presented by the Policy" is
that right?
COTTRELL I thought it was to be voted
on as an amendment.
TRAVELSTEAD W
e will rule that we will
vote on those as amendments to see what lies
on the table until September; otherwise, we
won't know.
M
r. Regener.
REGENER I'd like to make a motion. I
think it should be referred, that is, to
refer both one and two back to the Policy
Committee and let them report back in
September with the revisions .
FACULTY M
EMBER Amendment one and two.
ALEXANDER We can bring them back in
June if you want to.
TRAVELSTEAD The motion is to refer to
the Policy Committee, to be brought back in
the June meeting.
REGENER Yes, I was just saying, the
reason I have the motion, and I want to speak
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to a point I've had for some time, and I
wanted to suggest that these clauses might
be considered where we have them under
consideration, so that we can consider my
motion regarding those. But we have
also changed the amendment to read in form
as to the eleven faculty -- eleven faculty
members in the committee .
TRAVELSTEAD W
e have a motion to refer
to the Policy Committee. Any further discussion on that?
All those in favor of the motion say
aye. Opposed?
The ayes have it.
Item number six, the report of the ad
hoc committee of the Policy Committee on the
functions of the office the vice president
for research.
PROFESSOR SCALETTI I have been asked
to speak to the faculty relative to the discussions and deliberations that took place
FACULTY MEMBERS W
e can't hear you.
SCALETTI I have been asked to speak
relative to the report of the ad hoc faculty
committee dealing with the question of the
functions of the office of the vice president
for research. I'll make it brief.
This committee was asked to be appointed, asked of the Policy Committee by President Heady and Vice President Travelstead, in
October, asked that an ad hoc committee be
formed to study the question of defining the
duties and responsibilities of the office of
the vice president for research.
The members of this committee are
listed in that report and it is the last item

Report on
Functions of
the Office of
Vice President
for Research
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on the agenda. This comrnittee meews
frequent
ly to consider the question of functions of
the office of the vice president for
research. W
e solicited comments from
members of the faculty, but not all, and
solicited comments from outside the University on several instances, and what you
have before you, then, is a consensus, the
unanimous decision of the ad hoc committee
relative to the functions of the office of
the vice president for research.
This report was made to the Policy
Committee, and the Policy Committee
unanimously approved this report to be
brought before the faculty .
M
r. Chairman, I would like to move
that this policy, this report be adopted
by the faculty.
FACULTY MEMBER Second.
TRAVELSTEAD Moved and seconded. It
is open for discussion. M
r. Spolsky .
PROFESSOR SPOLSKY I think there's
a little bit of confusion here the
possible functions of the Policy Committee,
and I am interested in these two points of
view.
First of all, somebody who is concerned with this project has to be able to
know the points on negotiating, and when I
went to negotiate a research contract ,
to give a rather quick picture, and rather
quick approval for whatever purposes were
set out for this research project- 'Jnis
Point didn't make itself clear at this
stage, what these problems would be. It
simply says there will be a committee.
I am rather concerned, and I'd like
to ask at this point whether this committee
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will have any control over individual
proposals.
The second question I would like to ask
is a more general one, and I think it is a
rather dangerous ·,<_otion that those people
who are going to do research are the people
who are going to decide what research is
conducted by the University, and I think
that we've seen enough of other universities
finding problems over the types of research
that they have been engaged in, certainly
with good faith, but it seems quite reasonable
for a committee of this nature, if it is going
to decide the research policies for the
University, it should represent not just
those people concerned with the research, but
to represent the full University , the students
as well as members, other members of the
faculty.
Now, I am not quite certain whether the
adoption of this report would lead to the
adoption -- the setting up o~ the committee,
specifically, or whether this committee would
have to be set up later by a constitutional
amendment. If that is the case, if it is a
matter that will come up later again, as a
new committee of the faculty, then it is a.
specific point that I can make later, but ~
the adoption of this would be for laying
down the guidelines of the committee, ~en
I would like to have a chance to propose
certain amendments to it.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Scaletti.
SCALETTI In answer to your first
question, there's no attempt to establish
a policy committee seeking for research
services or aids of any kind. I don't see
that idea in this policy statement.
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TRAVELSTEAD M
r. Cottrell had his
hand up.
COTTRELL The same question is
bothering me , though, as a member of the
Policy Committee. I voted to support the
basic idea of this report and I raised
the question a couple of times as to
or, several times, to several people and
the instructor of the committee, and I am
greatly involved in t~}~.E~?~se I have
the unending task of ne'ingth~ sub~~.
on~ committee ~ We have been
working over a month to put themtogether,
and we can't do it. W
e can't ~ a thing
with this committee until this committee
is instructed by this Faculty, ~today.
I would like to agree with
Professor Spolsky to that extent, that ace.-...~
establishing research policies f"'the Faculty of the University should not
be limited to just those involved in
contract research. Policies for research,
in this instanceJis a much broader thing
than that, and we should have representatives
from various segment5of the University.
Furthermore, it's a very difficult
committee to nominate, establish where it
is open, and ended, where it says all
research generating departments; according
to my account, that would be thirty-seven,
I believe, as of this moment and, perhaps,
next year, someone else will have research
and another department will have to be
added. So in light of that, I would like
to move the following amendment to the
motion that is on the floor and, that is
that the Research Policy Committee consist
of twenty-five faculty members, directors
of the various research bureaus on campus,
and I have names to read or to give you,
and that includes research services of the
graduate schools and the Bureau of
Engineering Research, and I don't know how
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many others there are, but these. seemto
be the larger ones to be ex officio
without vote, and that there be three
graduate students on the committee.
Now, the twenty-five Faculty
members, I think, should represent the
research areas, but it should -- also,
there should be representatives of those
areas that are not currently in research,
nor involved in it.
And so, to this extent, I have
checked the particular research being
done in the last report of the Bureau of
Research Services, and apportioning this
part of the committee, it is to be
apportionate on this basis: I would
recommend that these twenty-five
Faculty members consist of five from
the School of Medicine, five from the
Natural Sciences and the College of Arts
and Sciences, five from the Social
Sciences and Humanities, the College of
Arts and Sciences. That adds up to
fifteen. Three from the College of
Engineering, one from the College of
Education, one representing Law and
Business Ad, jointly, one from the
College of Fine Arts, one from the
College of Pharmacy and Nursing,
jointly, and three elected at large .
It can come from anywhere on the
campus. This would make up twentyfive Faculty members.
In most cases, there are those
in medicine or natural sciences, the
five departments in Natural Science,
Phy9ics, Chemistry, Geology, et cetera,
that are doing, currently, about twentyfive ~~ of the research being done.
Okay. Those five each are represented
because they were instructed, because they
~ere a large volume of the research end of
it, but we also have a large number of
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research from less populated areas
where research is going on as well as
others that may not be involved in
research, and I think it would be wise
to instruct the committee along this line.
TRAVELSTEAD M
r. Riley, will you
speak to this amendment now, or do you want
to hold your comments until later?
ALEXANDER Seconded.
TRAVELSTEAD Just a minute .
RILEY I would prefer to speak to
the entire motion.
TRAVELSTEAD May we have comments
now on the proposed motion?
.
SCALETTI The parli~entarian
informed me that it is not legal to make
an amendment to the committee report. Is
this so?
OWENS The representative committee
is the one who can amend it. If someone
else amends it, they' ll put words in the
committee's mouth, and only the committee
can amend their report.
TRAVELSTEAD W
e have a ruling from
the parl~entarian that the committee
report cannot be amended~
COTTRELL They are set up in the
nature of a committee, though, Mr.
Pa~l~~ntarian. That becomes law ~n the
University Constitution. It goes in the
handbook and we have a right to amend that.
PROFESSOR MERKX As I understand it,
this committee report has been moved as a
Part of the body; therefore, the body can
amend that report which -~
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OWENS No. The body cannot amend it.
MERKX W
ell, the motion is made.
a,,
TRAVELSTEAD M
r. Parli;nentarian.
()\11£7>.fS
MR, F~i!!IBIU!.iill!N If you adopt
the report, you make it to the committee
for all reports.
'l
MERKX Can we not about
the report
with changes that show
OWENS You can adopt it to certain
parts.
BLUM M
r. Chairman, why can't we
bring in the report and just say -COTTRELL Because the committee
instruct has made that report and the
committee instruct approved that.
TRAVELSTEAD I would like for you
to comment, first, on the parliamentary
point here. M
r. Owens has said that we
should not amend it. Now, I'd like for
someone to speak to the parliamentarian~
point. Let's get this straightened out,
then talk about other substantive aspects.
KOSCHMANN W
ould it be possible to
-- and, if so, we would propose to accept
the report meaning that it had been
presented to us and then go back and ask
to supplement it.
OWG.NS
'NlifflJ'dl~US
t'l!IM That's the safest
way you can do it,unless you want to commit
yourself to everything in this report.
GRANDE It seems quite clear that the
amended report of the committee, that when
the committee starts to make any
recommendation, that it is a motion for
adoption on this floor, and then it can be
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amended for any other motion, so the
safest would be as the Chairman suggested
it to be, to make it as a committee
report, but not as a decision by this
Faculty.
This is why we have this procedure
of not changing any reports. It's
exactly as this, that the reports are
given to the floor by the committee and
not to be changed by those -- those it is
important to. But at the time of the
report -- of course, the action to amend
(inaudible) .
TRAVELSTEAD It's been suggested
and they say it is proper parl~entary
procedure. We can accept the report and
clear that up and change it and amend it
to alter it in any way. W
e can do that.
HOYT An alternative would be to
go into the committee, as a whole, and as
the committee as a whole, it would be
preferable to consider what amendments
we want before we decide to adopt it.
TRAVELSTEAD W
hich procedure do
you have in mind?
MERKX Another simpler way, we can
overrule the parl~entarian as we have, in
the past, overruled the Chair. Therefore,
I move that this body overrule that ruling
and decide for itself whatever parts of
it we can accept.
LO cN 5111.H~ May I say that you
PnRE3jMBH
don't overrule the parl.~entarian. You
can overrule the Chair, but -- (laughter)·
TRAVELSTEAD The Chair hasn't ruled,
so you can't overrule me, yet.
AFACULTY MEMBER Point of order.
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TRAVELSTEAD Point of order.
AFACULTY MEMBER According to my
watch, it's five thirty. We won't have
time to vote, otherwise.
SMITH I move that it be suspended
for thirty minutes.
TRAVELSTEAD Moved that it be
suspended. There would have to be a
two-thirds vote. Is there discussion of
having thirty minutes added to the time?
AFACULTY M
EMBER Question.
Question.
TRAVELSTEAD All in favor, say
"aye". Opposed, "no" . Ayes, hold up
your hands . We're voting for thirty
minutes . The "Nos" hold up your hands.
I rule that there's not a twothirds vote for the extension.
SMITH Mr . Chairman, I move that
we suspend motion one. It's not yet fivethirty.
TRAVELSTEAD We have had it moved
and lost the extension to return. I do
not understand that to be the issue on the
time
SMITH I move that, for the purpose
of this meeting
TRAVELSTEAD Your attention, please .
It's not five-thirty.
SMITH I move that, for the purpose
of this meeting alone, standing rule one be
extended only for this meeting and this is
a motion.
AFACULTY MEMBER Seconded.
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TRAVELSTEAD Any discussion on the
motion to suspend which takes the
majority? All those in favor -- we're
suspending not on the substance of rule
one -- all those in favor of suspending
the standina rule number one, say aye.
Opposed? 11 Ayes 11 , hold up your hands.
(A count of hands was had.)
TRAVELSTEAD These are "yes"
votes nowto suspend. All those
opposing the motion to suspend, hold
up your hands.
(A count of hands was had.)
TRAVELSTEAD W
hat's the count?
Sixty-one to thirty-two? For. The
motion is carried. Sixty-one to
thirty-two. W
e'll continue debate.
M
r. Blum.
BLUM I want to speak in favor
of the adoption of the committee report.
I'd like to say, along with M
r. Scaletti ,
in particular, I think you should understand what the purpose of this Faculty
Research Committee is.
At the present time, as you all
know, there are large sums of money
involved that come in fromresearch
sources. At the present time, this
money is -- it sort of sinks into a
hole and disappears. Yet, where, I
don't know. Somewhere. I should know.
The main reason for this committee
report is that we feel ~hat the
Faculty should have a voice in seeking
-- establishing research policies,
seeing how these monies are spent and,
in general, it's a decision-making
Process, but we knowthat in terms of
direction, the monies will go to the
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University.
TRAVELSTEAD I apologize, M
r.
Riley. He was recognized earlier, and I
forgot him.
RILEY This report sounds great.
It has all the goodies in it, faculty
control, rather than administrative
control. I do notice an implication here
about distribution of overhead, which
every God-fearing Faculty member resents.
Also, I would like, first, to make a
comment on the surface of the -- a
twenty-five-man committee working in
research seems just a little idiotic.
This University -- and we can see it
today -- is in the process of being
committeed to death, and it's being
done in the name of Faculty control.
Now, I would like to say, if I, as
a Faculty man, were looking for research
rightly or wrongly, I would rather take
my chances with one man or two men than to
have to face a twenty-five-man committee.
Now, what this is going to do is
make -- where our research applications are
getting in nowafter the deadline, they're
going to be getting in a year after the
deadline. This is going to be unworkable.
It's another filter between the Faculty
member or anybody else who wants to get
something done in the way they want to do
it.
I suspect -- and this is only an
opinion of mine -- that, furthermore, it is
a clearcut -- what we're doing here,
obviously, is clearly defining or trying to
define the job for the vice president for
research and we are saying, in effect, he
Will have no job because we:' re making -- I
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think this is a clearcut attempt to
emasculate that office. There's no
consideration which I have tried to
get confirmation of, where the
proposed substitutes for our social
research or for development which
currently generates that -- I think
it is one million seven, a hundred
thousand dollars of research funds.
As I understand the gist of Mr.
Cottrell's amendment, Mr. Campbell
would be given an ex officio seat on
the committee. I am furthermore,
frankly, a little more suspicious
that I don't see anybody from the
Social Sciences r~presented on this
ad hoc committee~
I would move to table this.
Ma'am, I cannot move to table the
original motion, correct? Is there
an amendment on the floor or not? Is
the amendment on the floor? Are we
speaking to the amendment?
TRAVELSTEAD No amendment on the
floor.
RILEY Then I would move to table
the motion to adopt this committee
report·.
TRAVELSTEAD We have a motion to
table. Is there a second?
AFACULTY MEMBER Seconded.
TRAVELSTEAD This is not debatable.
DURRIE Simple majority.
TRAVELSTEAD Simple majority. All
those wishing to table, say "aye"·
Opposed, "no". "Yeses", hold up your
hands. You can't always tell because some
of these voices are pretty loud.
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count?
hands.

AFACULTY MEMBER Do you want a
DURRIE Yes.
TRAVELSTEAD "Nos", hold up your

I rule that the nos have it. I'd
like to ask your elected chairman to
preside while I make a statement which may
help to clarify some of these points, if
I may.
We have been working on this for about
a year. It's gone through different channels
and I think everybody has the same intention
in mind, to make the best uses of sources,
to have the Faculty fit into the proper
places to make decisions properly.
I sat with this committee, the ad hoc
and the committee that was discussed, and
the way we changed that there, you'll notice
in paragraph three, the word "recommendation"
is used at least three times and we used
this -- I do -- representing a part of the
administration that's considered this, as
this being a proper channel for a faculty,
to make known its wishes, its
recommendations and its advice through a
Faculty channel.
It becomes obvious that that must
be said at some point with some other parts
of the University, about any of these
matters. It cannot be a separate decisionmaking group. If this is the way it is
viewed, I think Mr. Springer can speak for
himself, and this is a proper way to get
the Faculty vote on it, the Faculty
feeling through its only channel which
this group feels to be appropriate. If it
does do this, then these decisions are
made jointly by administration and faculty,
and it seems to me that it would work.
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It applies, Mr. Riley, that this
would emasculate this decision-making
policy, the thought on that, that this
would help clear it up.
RILEY I say that the wording is
not the same as the wording that we have
agreed on when we met with Mr. Scaletti.
For one thing, I am concerned~ Vice
President Travelstead spoke of there
being a faculty member here. This
committee does not represent the Faculty
members. At the very bottom, the authors
do not represent Social Sciences. I see
no Humanitarians, too. Am I mistaken?
Secondly, there should be represented
here all those departments which
generate sponsored research. That was
not worded that way in the Policy
Committee. We had specifically stated
the inclusion, but not necessarily
limiting the representatives of all
those departments because there are other
departments in the Humanities that would
not be represented if this wording were
adopted.
Thirdly, in the wording of this
now, which is as it wasn't when we first
discussed it, I'm terribly sorry that the
Humanities or Social Sciences1 the two
largest number of groups of students,
should not be included in -- even the
Social Sciences would suffer or one of
us, one of the classes would be watered
down. It seems to me that those divisions
should be designed as equal entities to
the other divisions recommended, maybe
the Natural Sciences or maybe the
Professional schools there. So I have
wondered what has happened to the wording
that was discussed in the Policy
Committee including that as was said by
Doctor Scaletti and the report that we
see here now.
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TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Koschmann.

KOSCHMANN I first would like to
speak to Mr. Riley.
But first, I am going to specify
that I don't think that there's anyone
proposing that this committee would be
serving -- seiing individual propositions.
This is intended to be a policy-making
committee) to advise.
I have many
questions about this whole policy, but
let's not mislead people that this is
going to cost them too much.
It has
nothing to do with it.
Secondly, in order to get the
motion into the shape where we can
make modifications, I would move that we
accept the committee report.
A FACULTY MEMBER

Seconded.

KOSCHMANN As a substitute for
the original one to adopt.
WOLLMAN

Discussion.

Discussion.

PROFESSOR ROTHENBERG I'm terribly
concerned with the wording of research.
I'm like Professor Kolbert in that the
other guys, the students have considerable
amount of concern with the type of research
that goes on and that that does not go on
and because it would make the professors
available or not available for teaching
Purposes. Now, it seems to me to set up a
committee -- a committee which appears to
me to be lord of the hard sciences, the
hard sciences and the people that are in
that, are a tenant people of the community.
There's much research going on, let's say,
in history or English that does not
~enerate any direct money, but has a direct
interest in the University, as a whole, and
I think that you will find those are
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disregarded there. Does not research
mean hardware or even human subjects?
Does it not mean research in the broader
sense?
So I would vote to either go
against the motion, as a whole, or to
table this for further consideration.
'71<.A.
'Jd..STt.c.A.l>
"'6n~~
Mr. Regener.
REGENER W
e now have a motion on
the floor to consider this. I want to
explain that including representatives
of all those departments for sponsored
research does not mean we are excluding
anybody.
In fact, we are relying on the
Policy Committee to make sure that all
branches, all departments, all interests
of the University be represented on this
committee and that is the reason why we
have them included, and whether or not it
says, "but not limited", doesn't make
any difference. It's just including or it
makes sure that all those who are interested
and who are doing sponsored research -(inaudible) -- which is really the basic
reason for the ad hoc committee, with the
Vice President -- (inaudible) -- without
research, he wouldn' t be there. This just
makes sure that they are not there. I
would not agree to this amendment which
limits the number of faculty members at
all because that just puts a restraining
effect on this thing, which we didn't
intend to be there. There may be fortyfive, even fifty members of this committee.
However, this is intended to be a
Proposal and there are and will be little
differences of opinion. There are differences
of opinion, but anybody that does anything
in Social Sciences, Social Sciences and all,
would have a voice. But then this little
Policy would make up -- (inaudible) -- this
seems to be a certain particular solution
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to the problem of faculty advice. W
e
have never yet had a voice in
administrative decisions pertaining to
research. This is all they're supposed
to do, a little parliament where we can
have a voice on anything concerning
research and we rely on the Research
Committee to make equitable research for
these people.
-rf<A--.JE LSi""e-"A])
~tmRIE Before we continue, I would
like the parl~entarian to discuss the
motion that we now have before us.
This gentleman in the back
would move to have the report accepted.
That may be an ambiguous
word. Apreferably one, if you want to
implement all the parts of the report, is
to use "adopt'' . If you just want the
report filed away with consideration and
maybe later take action, then the word
should be filed , not accept.
?
Could I speak to that?
AFACULTY MEMBER I use the word
"accept", and my thought was this group
would accept the report as presented
here, that it is not going to necessarily
adopt the recommendations therein. W
e
were going to speak on what parts in this
that we were going to adopt and what parts
we were going to implement and that would
come on subsequent motion, but we will
then move to amend and so forth. That is
my meaning of the term to accept the
report. It means that it is presented to
you to be received.
SMITH Not "receive". That is
wrong.
OWENS "File" is really the rule.
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SMITH Roberts' Rules says
"receive" not "accept".
ith the
ll.- MERKX I'll go along w
parl\rnentarian
on the word of "file ".
EMBER We are then
AFACULTY M
considering the motion that we file the
report?
AFACULTY MEMBER I move the
second motion.
AFACULTY M
EMBER Question.
Question.
TRAVELSTEAD The previous
question has been moved and seconded.
All indicate by "aye". Those opposed.
The previous question has been voted
on. Are you ready for the question?
W
e'll now vote on the question.
Those in favor indicate by
"aye". Those oppose.d? The repor t ,a
hs
been filed.
REGENER I move that the folicy
Committee be charged with the
responsibility nowof selecting membership for this regular standing
committee of the Faculty and that it
make an equitable distribution among
everybody in research on the campus,
including students, includi~~ directors
o~ esearch divisions, "ISRAI", whatever
~ is, everything.
(Laughter.)
W
OLLMAN Is there a second to that
motion?
AFACULTY MEMBER Seconded.
Seconded.
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TRAVELSTEAD Point of information.
AFACULTY ME~.BER I'd like to ask
Doctor Scaletti a question. I'm not
clear from the wording of this what the
people who drafted it mean in terms of
what the composition should be. There
seems to be a problem. Can you clarify
that?
SCALETTI I'd like to point out
that
FACULTY MEMBERS Louder. Louder.
SCALETTI I'd like to point out
that we had wrestled with the composition
of this committee. We knew that in order
to have Faculty representation and not the
power that -- because the word "recommendation" is included in here, that we have
Faculty representation that we would of
necessity have a large committee
representing those areas of the
ins ti tuti.on; that would have something to
say relative to policy, relative to
distribution of overhead, relative to
research going on at the University of
New Mexico. But this was an extremely
large group, and as you know, large
groups do not adequately function to get
the job done.
But it was felt that this
representation was needed and that subcommittees of that -- from that large
group would do the work for the
Particular points that needed detailed
study and recommendations made then to the
administration.
I must stress to you that this is a
dialogue between us, the Faculty and the
administration. And, so,';.:'the composition
of this committee, the sponsored Research
Committee., thought was given to those areas
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today that were not getting sponsored
research money, but may in the future,
the Social Sciences, the English Department, these should be represented.
We feel that the Policy Committee
which is representing this Faculty would
take these things into consideration when
they appointed a committee called a
Research Policy Committee.
PROFESSOR ADAMS There was research,
for every one cent, for every Arts and for
Academics provided, one cent for the
National Sciences Foundation and it seems
-- and this in terms of Professor Kolbert,
that, certainly, this should be a
committee that advises, representing a
committee that has sponsored research, and
one should be aware that the total research
of a large section of the University must
be -- Professor Kolbert spoke of Humanities
and the College of Arts and Sciences, but
at the College of Fine Arts, which has
about ten percent of the University Faculty
and in which there is no sponsored research
at the moment and there will be soon, but
not in Humani t LJ'...Q... , that this very large
part of the University must be represented
and that the amount of money coming forth
for sponsored research is very, very small.
One cent to one thousand dollars in terms
of federal money, at the moment.
WOLLMAN Professor Merkx.
MERKX I believe I would like to offer
an amendment. Before I do so, I would like
Professor Regener to restate his motion,
whatever it was.
AFACULTY MEMBER Unfair.
REGENER I move that the Policy
Committee be charged with the --
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KOLBERT Possible task.
REGENER W
ell, I think you can
handle it -- with the task of selecting
a member -- membership for this committee
and they make equitable distribution of
the monies, sponsor equitable research at
the end. Everybody. I said, at the end.
MERKX I would support your motion,
and I think the Policy Committee has to
decide upon the equitable distribution and
that they would report -COTTRELL Oh, we would have to.
DURRIE Yes . At the June meeting.
W
OLLMAN M
r. Cottrell.
COTTRELL I would like to speak
against the motion of Professor Regener.
I know Professor Regener has had the job
on committee or committees past of Policy
Committees, but we have to have these
committees to have some farsight views .
You know, we polled every one of you back
in February or M
arch as to your committee
ideas and we talked with the Chairman and
talked with other people and I r~ceived
four or five phone calls a day and· did
tell you that you could come into the
conunittee meeting and so many people wanted
to be on this committee and wanted to make
sure that they got there.
But in spite of all of this, do you
knowhow many names came out of the
computer print-out that we worked out on
People that wanted to work? I've got less
than thirty. And twenty of those come from
-- (inaudible) -- and engineering. I have
called the departments, asking who from
their department they would recommend.
I don't think it is possible to set
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people clear around the campus because,
I'll tell you right now, some of these
people we have not communicated with,
some that expressed their interest have
not shown up for the meetings.
For instance, let us suggest
twenty-five. Forget it. I was trying
to get Humanities and Social Sciences,
and Humanities and Social Sciences has
forty-five percent of it, if you'll look
at it, again. I was merely trying to
get representations, and that , I do not
feel was implied by the earlier motion.
But let us have, say, twenty-five
Faculty members, and that's an awful big
committee as it is, and you know, if we
found five that would serve, they are
better than fifty that won't serve.
WOLLMAN Mr. Skoglund.
PROFESSOR SKOGLUND I think the
size of this committee is just ridiculous .
It would be a waste of time for anybody
that participated in it, and I move that
this committee be limited to eleven
members and that they be in line with the
motion , that they be appointed by the
Policy Committee.
WOLLMAN W
ell, now, you have -AFACULTY MEMBER Point of order.
DURRIE Point of order.
AFACULTYMEMBER It seems to me
that the motion, as I heard it, is to have
the Policy Committee appoint the members to
this committee. As I recall the previous
motion, it was not to establish the committee.
Has the Faculty voted to establish this
committee? I don't understand the previous
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motion to accept the report.
DURRIE That is all.
W
OLLMAN I would assume that if
Professor Regener's motion was to
appoint -COTTRELL Aforty-seven or
fifty-member committeeor something.
hf.Ur3GP-._
In order to
clarify this, with regard to the
report that was filed, may I recommend
that a standing committee to this body
be established pursuant to the report as
filed, with positions to be filled as a
standing committee of this Faculty, and
are usually filed through Policy
Committee recommendations and additional
nominations fromthe floor in the spring
when they are presented to us, if
additional nominations are entered.
REGENER Second the motion.
AFACULTY MEMBER Seconded.
TRAVELSTEAD Any discussion on
the motion?
AFACULTYMEMBER Question.
Question.
LOFTFIELD Just a question of
information. Are you discussing or
suggesting that this committee cannot be
organized until next spring?
month. ALEXANDER Oh, no. No. June. Next
AFACULTY MEMBER W
e are establishing
it right now.
WOLLMAN Unless you move the previous

5/20/69 P. 79

question -ALEXANDER I move the previous
question.
WOLLMAN Is there any second?
AFACULTY MEMBER Line of personal
privilege. I'd like him to clarify what
he means, pursuant to the recommendation
of committee. Does this mean that every
committee that has sponsored research is
going to be moved on to this committee?
HUBER For a point of clarification
now, I'm merely recommending that this
body establish a new standing committee,
which standing committee would be the
Research Policy Committee of this Faculty,
and that its · membership be ~termined
through nominations made~ this body
as the Constitution provides, from the
Policy Committee and additional nominations
can be made fromthe floor if wished, and
the committee established.
hat about the size of
that? DUBOIS W
HUBER I'mmaking no -ALEXANDER
Call the previous
question.
TRAVELSTEAD The previous
question has been called for. Alr in
favor, say aye. Those opposed? You will
now vote on Huber's motion.
Those in favor, indicate by aye.
Those opposed? Professor Huber's motion <4
passed.
adjourn.AFACULTY MEMBER I move that we
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AFACULTY MEM
BER M
ove that we
adjourn.
TRAVELSTEAD The real itemnow
may I ask your indulgence. M
ay I ask your
indulgence.
The matter that M
r. W
olf put before
us will be taken up now. W
e had an earlier
vote, and it is the only unsettled item.
W
ould you be willing to do that, or do you
want a special meeting for it?
Of course, you don't knowwhat it is.
I think you ought to give it some preference
since we moved down to the end and asked,
earlier, if we could put it on. W
ould you
speak to that point, Mr . Dubois?
DUBOIS I would like to move the
adoption of M
r. W
olf's resolutions.
AFACULTYMEMBER Seconded.
AFACULTY M
EMBER Is this an itemof
newbusiness?
TRAVELSTEAD This is newbusiness .
AFACULTY MEMBER It would be
perfectly in order and mandatory to -W
OLF I seconded it.
to it? TRAVELSTEAD And you want to speak
W
OLF I hope this will take no more
than five minutes. I would like to clarify
this, and I might say that I spent three
or four days working on this, and I think
it is relevant, but it is merely an indication that some time has been spent on it.
This is not really my set of motions , as it
is set. It is not a directive to the Regents,
in any way. There are three resolutions

Alleged
Discrimination
in the Physical
Plant
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~WFofoaser Baheis, resolutions
which I said we will discuss all at once.
The first is to suggest to the
Regents that such a committee be set up .
I might add that at the very time that
this ~distributed to the campus post .
~
office, the committee as set up ;p'7f~f/ea I
d:1=manitto.e which, in ter.59? of my purposes,
~uld be designated by~ egents in
response to this~ ~nd as a member of
the committee, I'd be very pleased to
speak to the sense it has already been
offered.
The two .specific<>-recommendations
.
. -- are
-- recommendations,
notAdirective
points i~present grievance policy, which
I have discussed with the administration
and M
r. Yible , and everyone agrees that
these points were not covered in the
agreement and they are additional in terms
of what kind of non-academic persons we
h.ave. had. , building
and grounds and
a..,
Janitorial st~ff.
I want to make it quite clear that
I recognize and approve the positions that
the Faculty does not have any jurisdiction
in these matters . I am fully in accord
with that. I'll remind, and I spoke
against M
r. M
erkx's resolution last week
I'mnot in any way trying to circumvent
the Grievance Committee . I feel that these
are issues which are of concern to the
entire community. I've got agreement from
everyone
including M
r. Sandoval and the
"UMASI•students
that they would not con fron t
us again. M
r. Curry agreed to appoint three of the "UMAS" people here so they
could listen to the discussion. The reason
I asked to take it up earlier is because
the students had to leave, as M
r. Curry
did. I beg your indulgence for bringing
this matter up, again.
I feel, personally, that I was not
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informed of the details and I would
like, as a member of the Faculty, to go
on the record as recommending these
things to the Board of Regents, not
directing them in any way.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr . Koschmann.
KOSCHMANN Speaking to the first
motion, do I understand that the Regents
have already appointed a committee?
TRAVELSTEAD May I clear that up
for information. W
ould it help, because
it was not given publicity and it is
related to the matter being debated? M
ay
16, which was last Friday, the President
addretf~d this memorandum to Professors
Blum~ M
ai:-tinez of En. ~_ineering, ~ M
r. Ron
Curry~ the student II'o"~ nd M
r. Y,.ihle.
It says: I~~appoint~·~~ an,_ad h c aornmittee
, ,. . ,
~"{~;
on non-academic~~
pers_o , A£.One
,rl2to*-. s udy
and ~f
.1'\.
reco~ end chc!nges
?
~""'-~ t~~~
Two,
to seek,
receive and_,()E:Yal~ate_ ~CCL<X'-t'
::-r- ..• Ll{c
.,. 11.. ft., ,q~C<,f'
·_ /7 f:u-..1'
.,1,. . i4- {.fr,
,
•
,
1nforma
t1on
relating
to alleged u;pq¢~,L
gr3::em111~h-J
"
that cannot be dealt with under the present
procedure established for individual
grievances.
The members asked to serve on this
cowssi!fl~~ es~
J,)&Ct a chairman ~
~ the
facultyA.comfnfrtee. I
thought, for information, M
r. Koschmann,
that I would clear this up. This was in the
Paper, but it was not -AFACULTY MEMBER I can't hear you.
A
FACULTY MEMBER Point of order.
Point of order.
It is now six o'clock.
AFACULTY MEMBER W
ell, we suspended
the rule.
TRAVELSTEAD W
e suspended the rule.
KOSCHMANN The reason for this was
~~.f~

r,e~

~

~#b7<,
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the administration considered the
-- the administration is to look
into this matter. This is a committee
-- such as is being asked for now, was
already existent. Therefore, it's
completely unnecessary and out of
order, that we p~ the administration
to do what they essentially have just
done. I move that the first motion
be tabled.
TRAVELSTEAD Motion to table.
Is there a second?
AFACULTY MEMBER Seconded.
this? TRAVELSTEAD No discussion on
WOLF There's no first motion.
There are three parts to the motion
Professor Dubois introduced.
TRAVELSTEAD The motion would
have to be clarified.
OWENS Would you like to amend
by deleting -KOSCHMANN I thought you said
three motions?
WOLF That was my original intent
by Professor Dubois and -KOSCHMANN I would move that we
delete the first portion of the motion.
TRAVELSTEAD Amend to delete the
first portion. Is there a second.
WOLF Do I speak to that?
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. W
olf.
WOLF Let me say this. I did not
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know that President Heady was
establishing this committee.
President Heady was informed .. I know
I did not speak directly to~ , but
I spoke to Vice President Travelstead
and John Durrie and other people in the
University. They did knowI was working
on that.
In fact, I had a more involved
apparatus, which I simplified, so we can
discuss it. I would say, in terms of the
amendment to the resolution, I agree, it
is entirely -- it is unnecessary in the
absolute sense. I do not feel that it is
inappropriate for the Faculty, in essence,
to say we support what the President is
going -- by establishing this committee .
I think it would be much easier to take
all three parts of the motion and vote on
it very quickly, and I'd be willing to
have it a quick vote on the whole thing
and stand or be defeated by it.
TRAVELSTEAD We have a motion to
amend, though. That's what is on the
floor. Would you speak to that amendment,
please, Mr. Bock?
BOCK Yes. But in general
think we see the consequences of
our responsibilities. W
e did it at our
last faculty meeting because we refused to
vote on the ones given the administration
and it has been able to appoint one. W
e
have been lucky, I think, and we have had
a better committee than we possibly could
have had if we had elected, just as we had
a very fine committee to consider, and the
ad hoc committee to consider the two -(inaudible) -- one instance, we have
absolute responsibility to approve such a
group, and why should the administration
make that rule for us?
BLUM The reason I was opposed to the
UCA.' ~
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committee last week was purely faculty.
This is not a purely faculty matter and
so if you have suggested we -AFACULTY MEMBER Anybody might
have amended it to that form.
TRAVELSTEAD W
ell, now, we have a
motion to amend. W
ould you speak to it,
please, or we'll vote on it.
AFACULTY MEMBER Question.
Question.
TRAVELSTEAD The motion is to delete
part one, right, Mr. Koschmann?
Opposed,Allno.right. Those in favor, say aye.
All the ayes hold up your hands,
please. This is for deleting part one.
Get themreal quick, Bob, please.
All those opposed to the amendment?
The motion has failed . Twenty-two
for, forty-two against.
W
e're back to the main motion.
A
question. FACULTY MEMBER Move the previous
TRAVELSTEAD All those in favor on
voting on the previous question, say aye.
Opposed, same sign.
W
e'll nowvote on the entire motion
Which include all three parts.
Opposed?All those in favor, say aye.
The ayes have it.
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REGENER Move we adjourn.
TRAVELSTEAD Motion to adjourn.
FACULTY MEMBERS Seconded.
TRAVELSTEAD W
e will adjourn.
Adjournment, 6:05 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

__,..._ ,0-~
John N. Durrie,
Secretary

7
PROPOSED STANDING RULES FOR UNIVERSITY FACULTY
The Policy Committee recommends the following additional standing
rules relative to meetings of the University Faculty:
1. RESOLVED,
that
onlymeeting,
items inmaythebeprinted
agenda,Items
mailed
in
advance
of
the
voted
upon.
of
businessafter
will the
be called
and may
introduced
andnew
discus3ed
regular for
agenda
itemsbehave
been
completed,
but
there
shall
be
no
vote
on
such
new
business
until
a
subsequent
meeting,
at
which
time
any such items shall appear on the agenda.
2. Meetings
offorthe3:30
University
shall
normally
scheduled
porn. andFaculty
shall not
extend
beyondbe
5:30 p.m. If the agenda of a particular meeting is
not
concluded
by 5:30,
motion to meeting.
adjourn shall
include
provision
for aasubsequent
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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
May 5, 1969
To: John Durrie
From: Harold w. Lavender
Subject: Amendments to ASUNM Constitution
The student body has approved the following amendments to the
ASUNM Constitution. Faculty and Regent approval is required.
{Add underlined language. Delete language in parentheses.)
I.
Repeal Article VII, Section 1, Paragraph A.
{Twenty members of the Senate shall be elected at large fromamong
those nominees declared eligible by the Elections Committee in the
General Election to be held in the spring.)
Substitute: Ten members of the Senate shall be elected at large
f7om among those nominees~eclared eligible by the Elections Committee in~ General Elections to be held in~ spring _and fall.
II.
Repeal Article III, Section 8, Paragraph A.
(There shall be one session of the Senate each year. The session
shall meet from the first regular meeting following the general
election until the general election in the following year.)
Substitute: There shall be two sessions of Senate each year.
!,heir ,!_espective dates foi:::-comrnencement and adjournment shall be
established QY. law.
III.
Amend Article VIII, Section 1, Paragraph A, as follows:
Astudent activity fee shall be levied on each regular(~ndergraduate)
student at the University.
IV.
Amend Article v, Section S, Paragraph Bas follows:
The Board ;of the New Mexico Union! shall consist of two administrative repretentatives including the Vice-President for Student
Affairs; the Dean of Men, or the Dean of Women in alternate years;

7.
two
faculty
members,
nominated
by the Policy
Committee;
(five)in the
six
student
members
including
the
chairman
without
vote,
except
case
ofUnion
a tie;Program
the Associated
Students
President;and(the
othe
f the
Directorate;)
one Senator;
the chairman
Director
of
New
Mexico
Union,
executive
secretary
without
vote.
Committee
members
of the student
shall be appointed
by the President
the concurrence
the body
Senate
terms
the terms with
being
staggered
so thatof three
membersforaretwo-year
appointed
eachwith
year.

Propos al for a Bachelor of Science Degree in Dental Hygiene
I,

INTRODUCTION

The faculty of the College of Pharmacy proposes to the University Faculty
a degr ee program in dental hygiene to be offered in addition to the two-year
certificate program.
Gradua tes of the certificate program are qualified to work as clinical
practitioners of dental hygiene in dental offices, cli ni cs and institutions .
The aims of the suggested degree are three-fold:

II.

1.

To qualify a licensed dental hyg ienist to assume more
intra-oral resp onsibilities in clinical practice;

2.

To qualify a denta l h ygienist to serve as a dental health
educator in elementary and secondary schools;

3.

To qualify a dental hygienist to instruct in dental
hygiene certificate programs.

IMPLEMENTATION OF PROPOSAL

A.

---

Facilities
As will be noted in the pr oposed curriculum, most of the courses
required are presently offered in other depa rtmen ts of t he Univer sity.
Five new courses are proposed to be offered by the Dental Programs
faculty. Three, DH 4201 , 430, 432, can be offered in the clinical
facilities in the present Dental PTograms building without creat ing
any schedu ling problems. Two require classroom facilities only . In
fact, the pr esence of student dental hygiene teachers in the clinical
instruction class es of certificate students c an enhance t he learning
experience of both.
No additional equipment is needed at the present time .

B.

Faculty Needs
Addition of a dental hygiene degree to t he curriculum offerings
of the Dental Programs would necessitate employment of one dental
hygienis t as a full-time facult y member and three or four dent ists
who would be part-time, possibly one-tenth time .

7.

III. PROPOSED CURRICULUM
First Year
Biol 1011
Biol 136
Biol 1391
Chem 1411
Engl 101
PE

4
3
2
4
3
1
16+1

Biol 1021
Chem 1421 or 281
Engl 102
Soc 101
Speh 101
PE

4
3
3
3

4

1
17+1

SecondYear
Biol 2331 or 3931
DH 100
DH 1011
DH 1111
Psych 101
·spch 280
"PE

DH 1021
DH 110
DH 112
Psych 210
Speh 285
Elective
PE

4

2
2
2
3

3

1
16+1

3
3
1

3
3

3
1

16+1

Third Yea·.c

DH 2001
DH 210L
DH 2201
DH' 230
DH 240
Ed 290
HEe. 325
Elective

DH 2021
DH 212
DH 222
DH 242
Pharm 276
Ed 300
Sec. Ed 310

3

2
2
2
0
3
3
3
18

4

2
2
1
3
3
3
18

F0·,rth Year
Biol 3261, 408, 4121, 3 or 4
4161 or 4541
DH 432 (D.R. Teaching 4
Internship)
3
Guid 431
3
Elective
13 or 14

DH 400 (Seminar)
2
DH 410 (Dental Hlth 3
Ed. Methods)
DH 420 (Advanced
3
Clinical D.R.)
DH 430 (Intro D.R. 3
Teaching Internship
Sec. Ed 461
3
Speh 277 or 315
3
17
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Descriptions of new Dental Hygiene courses
DH 400 Seminar (2 credits)
Critical analysis of literature in the health and education
professions. Prerequisite: permission of instructor.
D
H410 Dental Health Education Methods (3 credits)
The selection, analysis and use of effective dental health
education media for individuals and groups.
Prerequisite: permission of instructor.
D
H4201 Advanced Clinical Dental Hygiene (3 credits)
Instruction and practice in current periodontal, radiographic,
hospital and geriatric dental hygiene procedures.
P~erequisite: Certification and licensure in dental hygiene
with a minimum of six months (120 days) of working experience
in a general dental or periodontal practice, subject to review
by Dental Programs faculty; documentation of experience required.
2 lecture, 8 hrs. lab.
DH 430 Introductory Dental Hygiene Teaching Internship (3 credits)
Techniques of preclinical instruction of dental hygiene with
practice in teaching and evaluating laboratory performances of
students in certificate program.
Pre - or Corequisite: DH 420. 2 lecture, 2 hrs. practice
DH 432 Dental Hygiene Teaching Internship (4 credits)
Continuation of DH 430 with emphasis on clinical instruction and
evaluation. Prerequisite: DH 420. 1 lecture, 8 hrs . practice
IV. RESPONSE
M
embers of both the New Mexico Dental Association and the New Mexico Dental
Hygienists' Association have enc)uraged the University Dental Programs to
offer a dental hygiene degree. The Council on Dental Education of the
American Dental Association has Jxpressed the wish for a dental hygiene
degree offering in the Rocky Mountain area.
V. NEEDSFOR ADEGREE
When the two-year certificate program in dental hygiene was approved by
the Facul ty of the University in February, 1961, there were 35 schools of
dental hygiene in the United States 11 of which offered a bachelor's degree.
InSeptember, 1968 there were f5 schools. Of the 85 existing schools, 9
have a degree curriculum only and 15 offer a certificate and a degree
program, All the others have two-year programs only.
The rapid increase in numbers of schools reflects the increased demand of
the public for dental care and the resulting increased demand of the dental
profession for qualified auxiliary personnel. The growth of schools finds
the dental hygiene profession unprepared to supply faculty members. Today
the American Dental Hygienists' Association has in its files urgent requests
for 33 dental hygiene teachers. Its educational director expresses the
opinion that each of the 85 schools has at least one faculty vacancy.

- 3-

The need for dental hygienists as teachers of future hygienists has drained
the supply of dental health educators employed by public school educational
systems particularly in the eastern andmid-western states, compounding the
problem of shortage.
The dental profession as all the health professions, has been aware that
sub-professionals must be trained to assume additional responsibilities in
dental practices. In November, 1967 the House of Delegates of the American
Dental Association agreed that dental associations in the individual states
should determine the additional intra-oral procedures which could be assigned
to auxiliary personnel. Educational institutions will need to t ach the
additional skills as soon as state groups reach their decisions as to what
the responsibilities will be. Members of the NewMexico Dental Association
met April 10-12, 1969 for this purpose.
VI. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS AND SUPPORT
The cost of implementing a dental hygiene degree will be in salaries.
The estimated need is $15,000 - $18, 000 for a budget year. Since the
University Administration is unable toassure additional resources of
faculty or funds in the next bienniumfor the Dental Programs, efforts
are being made to secure grant monies in the event of approval by the
Faculty of a dental hygiene degree.

- 4-

?
AMENDMENTS
CONS'I'ITUTI
(MustPROPOSED.
lie on the
table forTO30FACULTY
days before
finalONaction)
The
Policy
Committee recommends the following amendments to the
Faculty
Constitution:
In Article
22 inaFaculty
cl.11 hange
(4)"to I,(5)Section
and 6(a)
(5) -to see(6) pageinsert
new (4) Handbook
as follows:
~0 consu~t with thE; Administration in the planning of the budget,
w
ith
special
attention
to
the
policy
questions
of
the
distribution
of
resources.
2. Change
In Article
III, Article
delete Sections.
existing
IV. General
to Article
V. General
Add: Article
IV.
University
Coordinating
Cornrnittee
~
ec.
1
Composition:
There
shall
be
a
University
Coordinating
Committee
to be constituted
as follow
s: four
administrative
representatives,
including
at
least
two
academic
deans,
appointed
by
the
President
of
the
University
for
~wo-year staggered
terms;
fourbyfaculty
representatives,
including
two
members
elected
the
Voting
Faculty
two-year and
staggered
terms,
theofchairman
of the
Policyfor
Committee,
one
other
member
the
Policy
Committee;
and four student representatives, including at least one .
graduatebystudent
representative,
to beAmember
appointed
elected
thethan
student
governments.
mayor
not
serve
longer
four
years
consecutively.
The
President
o
f
the
University
shall
be
chairman,
or
in
his
absence
he
m
ay
designate
a
temporary
chairman,
and
the
Secretary
of
the University
shallvice
serve
as Secretary
of theasCornrnittee
without
vote. The
presidents
may serve
non-voting
ex officio members of the Committee.
Sec.
2 Duties:
duties
the asUniversity
Coordinating
C
ommittee
shall The
be:primarily
(a) to of
serve
a University-wide
steering
committee
to
request
other
committees
to(b) undertake
consideration
of items
appropriate
tocom
them
to
serve
as
an
information
center
for
general
-;
mittee activity in order to avoid unnecessary duplication
ofunication
:ffort, between
and to provide
a systematic
channe~
~f com7
m
students,
faculty,
and
adnu.n1strat1on;
and
(c)
to
perform
such
other
duties
as
may
be
prescribed
baypolicy-making
the Presidentbody;
of theitsUniversity.
This
Committee
not
function
ismay
to submit
serve
as a is
steering
and
information
committee
which
items
through
appropriate
committees
for
b¥ student
gopies
overnment,
the Voting
Faculty,
or conside~a~ion
the
adm1n1strat1on.
C
of
committee
reports
as
well
as
student,
faculty,
administrative
recommendations
shall be trans- or
mitted
regularlyactions
to thisorCommittee
for informational
purposes.
11

11

11

11

11

11

11

11 ;

7
THE REPORT OF THE AD HOC FACULTYCOMMITTEE
OF THE FACULTY POLICY COMMITTEE
ON THE FUNCTIONS OF THE OFFICE OF VICE PRESIDENT FOR RESEARCH

5/6/69
1. This ad hoc Committee feels that the University should maintain an office
for research services. This office is to be a service organization to the
faculty and all the basic policies under which it operates shall be recommended by the Research Policy Committee. Its primary functions are to keep
upsuchto information
date on information
about departments,
sources of research
support, tothecirculate
to appropriate
and to encourage
faculty
to generate such research support. It should be adequately staffed,
financed and supported.
2. This office should be headed by aVice President for Research who has the
ability to guide the University in the development of a university-wide
research program of excellence, and to assist faculty members in securing
state, federal and private financial research support. The Vice President
for Research should be a person who has had active experience in research.
3. There
shall be established a regular standing committee lmown as the
Research Policy Committee including representatives of all those
departments which generate sponsored research. The functions of this
committee shall include, but not be limited to, recommending University
policy regarding distribution of overhead, distribution of institutional
grants and other monies accruing to the University from all sources of
research support. The committee shall review the research budget of the
University prior to and during its final development and presentation
to the B.E.F. and shall make recommendations regarding this budget. The
committee shall also make recommendations to the Administration when the
appointment of a Vice President for Research is being considered. The
functions of the present Contract Research and Patent Committee will be
assumed bybythetheResearch
members
be
nominated
FacultyPolicy
PolicyCommittee.
Committee. Committee
The chairman
of theshallccmmittee
shall be a regular member of the faculty currently engaged in sponsored
research. The Vice President for Research shall be an ex-officio member
of the committee and shall not be its chairman. The functions and duties
of the present Research Allocation Committee are not affected by these
recommendations , and it shall continue in its present form.
B.J. Albrecht
R. Blum
Castle
. Cruft
R.. N
F
.
E
H.v. Ellis
vRegener
. Scaletti
J.R, Tonigan

p
m

culty ol
l9 l r

'f" C S
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To: The Faculty a~ t-':1e t!nivers~:~y of New exico
From: The Graduate Student Cou~~il
Subject: ARequest to Defeat the Passage of the Amendment to Article VIII
of the ASLL:rA Constitution
11 11 on the
The Graduate
StudentVIII:Council
requests
the faculty
to vote
amendment
to Article
Section
1, Paragraph
A
of the
ASUNMN0Constitution.
11
If passed, this a.mendment would delete the word undergraduaterr from the
sentence~ lfA student activity fee shall be levied on each regular undergraduate student at the Univers:i_tyo11
THE GRADUATE STUDENi' COUNCIL OPPOSES THIS AMENDMENT ON THE FOLIDWING GROUNDS:
lo THIS AME~JDMENT IS AN ATTBMPI' TO IEGALIZE THE ILIEGAL COLIECTION OF
ACTIVITY FEES FROMFULL TIME GRADUATE STUDENTS.
According
to the judgment of March 20, 1969 of Student Court of Associated
11 graQuate students are not required to pay the Activity fee specified
Students,
in the Constitut.ion of ASUNMi1 because "there is no provision made for levying
this fee against graduate s~udeLtso For many years full time graduate students
(those carryingtwelve or raore hours) have been illegally charged a$12.00
Activity fee withou~ being told that payment of this fee is optional.
DOESAND!-!OTHTRY
TO REPRESENT
THEINNEE
GRADUATE
2. ASUNM
STUDENTS,
P_S NO'l' BEENW
ILLING
THEDS AND
PAST INTERESTS
TO PROVIDEOFEVEN
MINIMAL FINP..NCIAL SUPPORTFOR THE EFFORTS OF THE GRADUATE STUDENI' COUNCIL
TO ME:ZTTHE DETERM
INEDSFZCIAL NEEDS OF GRADUATE STUDENI'S .
Full time
graduate
st.udcnts,
.who
have beenof $1.illegally
required
totopaythe
Activity
fees,
have
contrib
uted
an
average
L
,
O
OOoOO
per
year
ASUNM budget for several years,, During the past two years, the Graduate
Student
Counc;_1, v/1
to discover
and respond
to the needs
special interests
ofosegrcp1.ud:1r~o
.1ateses.is,;udents,
has submitted
a reasonable
budgetand
request
of
$3.:, 200-00 to ASu1'1M in order to carry out its purpose on behalf
of graduate students~ During this past year the Graduate Student Council
received only $900 c-00 fror.: ASUNlL Every effort to obtain adequate additional
funds has bee~1 voted down by ASUNM,, ASUNM refused to consider the budget
request
duateebeen
Student
next academic
quently, ofnothefundsGre.hav
alloCouncil
cated toforthetheGraduate
Student year.
CouncilConsefor
~

1969-19700
3., 75%, {)FTHE G
IW)UATE STUD:I: NTS ENROLLED AT UNM W
ERE INELIGIBIE TO VOTE
IN THE LAST ASUNM ELECTION HHICH CONSIDERED THIS AMENDMENT•

Over 10,000 und.orgraduates, ~Jo will not be affected by this amendment,
were eligible to vote on this aIJl·:mdment., Out of a total graduate student
enrollment of 2,700, only 6~2 graduate students were eligible to vote.
4., THERE VIAS t;oPU:3LICITY ONTHIS AM
ENDM
ENT PRIOR TO 'IBE EIECTION •

.)~ ' -
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a social,
toon hav
a anscultural,
h1 by h
t participate in th t
have
an
As
ciation
of this University. 1th
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cision--w.u....u,,,
toisinclud
hnotvepresently
so thonerdtrue
pre urn d
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stud
nt affairs.
stud nts.
HELP US DEFEAT
CO STITUTION

0

I

To: The UNM Faculty

Date: May 16, 1969

From: Tom Wolf, Department of Political Science
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Attached are a set of resolutions that I intend to introduce at the May 20,
1969 faculty meeting. The first of these is directly below.
As amatter of urgent concern, the faculty suggests that the Board of
Regents establish a committee to examine in a broad manner the matter of personnel policies for staff members. The committee would not entertain any specific grievance that is under the jurisdiction of the existing grievance panel.
A
saspecial case, the connni ttee would hear charges and evidence gathered by the
tlNM chapter of United Mexican-American Students, which are not associated with
any specific grievance under the jurisdiction of the grievance panel. Due to the
widespread concern about these matters, the committee should contain representatives from the faculty, student, administrative, and non-academic personnel
segments of the university community •

I
The faculty reconunends to the Board of Regents that it incorporate into its
policy on grievance procedures the following practices:
1. Notification of grievance procedures. Each member of the university
will be provided at the time of employment with a complete statement of the
university's grievance procedures in both Spanish and English. In addition, at
least one copy of this complete bilingual statement will be prominently posted
in each building on campus. Finally, twice a year the statement will be inserted
in the pay envelopes of each staff member.
(Explanation: One of the presumed difficulties with the present grievance
system is that staff employees are unaware of it or uncertain of its provision.
This set of recommendations should alleviate the lack of awareness.)
2. Assistance in filing grievance complaints. Anyone, including any
faculty member, student or staff, may be called upon by a staff member to assist
astaff member in filing a complaint. The call to assist, of course, person
may be
declined. The complaining staff member may, if he wishes, have another/appear
With him in filing his grievance.
(Explanation: The grievance procedure provides that a complaint must be
l lade in _!riting. Many staff members, particularly those in manual occupations,
have neither the experience nor formal education to be confident in preparing a
Written complaint. The composition skills of the univ.ersity community should
bell ade available to staff members. Moreover, the unquestioned opportunity to
consult With and be advised by others should encourage those with legitimate
C<>tnplaints to present their grievances and discourage those with trivial gripes. )
(l'hese recommendations are not in the current grievance procedure.)

